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Separate paging is given to this Part in order that it may be filed as a separate compilation. 


*pt II— ««• 3 — grqwint (ii) 

PART II — Section 3— Sub-section (ii) 

(tut uxren n'ifftT) wrre nsTtwrc * tfatmtfr aftr (tf* ssmre wi «5tf«rT) 

tttt 'srrft fas$ *rt? fafms wriw tAr Rfarewq \ 

Statutory order 1 ? and notifications issued by the Ministries of the Government of India 
(other than the Ministry of Defence) and by Central Authorities (other than the 

Administration of Union Territories ) 


CENTRAL BOARD OF DIRECT TAXES 


Income Tax 

New Delhi, the 12 th November 1971 

S.O. 678 . — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Sub-section (1) of Section 122 of Income-tax Act, 196 1 
(43 of 1961) and of all other powers enabling it in that 
behalf, the Central Board of Direct Taxes hereby makes 
the following amendments in the Schedule appended to 
its Notification No. Ill (F. No. 261/2/70-ITJ) dated the 
22nd June, 1970, as amended from time tS time, 
namely: — 

In the said Schedule against Salem Range, Salem and 
Coimbatore Range II, Coimbatore under Column 2, the 
following shall be substituted, namely: — 

Salem Range : 

1. Salem Circle. 

2. Company Circle, Salem. 

3. Circle I, Salem. 

4. Circle II, Salem. 

5. Erode Circle (all Sections). 


Range II, Coimbatore: 

1. Circle II, Coimbatore, 

2. City Circle II (All Sections), Coimbatore. 

3. Salary Circle, Coimbatore. 

4. Company Circles III and IV, Coimbatore. 

5. Pollachi Circle (all Sections). 

6 . Tiripur Circle. 

This notification shall take effect from 15th November,, 
1971. 

Explanatory Note 

The amendment has become necessary on account of 
re-organisation of Appellate Assistant Commissioners' 
Ranges. 

(The above note does not form a part o£ the noti- 
fication but is Intended to be merely ciarlfleatory.) 

[No. 329/F. No. 261/0/71-ITJ.] 
C. V. CUPTE, Under Secy. 
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RWfl VT a(It 

RTBTT 

Bf ftc#, 12 BBTBT, 1971 

rr^To #0 6 78 . — BTB-TT vfafBBB, 1961 

(1961 TT 43) #BRT 122 #W4TTV ( 1 ) ffRT T7T 

nifwirf sfk ?b frEm m bbb bbEt bru bbV bn 
vrTi?nfr u bub =rb f#, Ebt'ib srbb ft sfri, ■trrrr BftR 
g^TT to in (Tiro tfo 261 / 2 / 70 — bi^ 0 
arfw 22 ^r, 1 97 o b bbbt, bbb-bbb tb bbt BTEftiB 
B^Bt ir fTFT^rferr BWEfB TTcRJTTT *RBT I, BBfa : — 

3BB BJfiBr %, FTFB 2 ti T)% HBB tB, B#B bR 

*fiErt^r ^sr — 1 1 , tPubbi % bibb fBiBftrftiff 
srfffwrf'Tor f%zrr btbbt, mi It : — 

g^nr ^Er . . l- b^tb Bf%B 1 

2 . bib# bEfit, bbb 1 

3. bEfb X, b'Bb 1 
4 - b 1 %b II, bBb 1 

5. rE ft h^b (bb! b .- 

btb) 1 

II, bBbtbcr: 1. bEth II, 1 

2 . nigT BftrB II (TTvfr 
bjbtb) bvEh 5 ^ | 

3 . $bb Bf%H, #br^ 1 

4. btrib! Bf%B III wft 
IV, BrEuRgr 1 

5 . Thvrrsft bEfb (bbi 

b^rtb) 1 

6. frri'jT rrt%^r 1 

Bf rTet^bbt 1 5 - 1 1-1 971 # bbirt ?EfV 1 

• BF g fl vrc m ftfiBBt : — 

B^ RSftUR RgTRB? B1BBB (b'FEt) % % qTWr 

% apiTT BRTBBB 7 ft BBT I I 

(brEtt fe'TT s;b trfu^T-rT bb btb Biff & 
tbbb brtb tn o <f)Tnrv bib £) 

[To 329(fiB°Bo 26 l/s/7 1-BTfo Bfo #o] 

yfo Bfo ir^r, bbt rTbr i 

Estate Duty 

New Delhi, the 21st December 1971 

S.O. 679. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
the second proviso to sub-section (2) of Section 4 of 
the Estate Duty Act, 1953 (34 of 1953), the Central 
Board of Direct Taxes hereby modifies the Notification 


No. 10/F. No. 21/35/64-ED dated the 11th May, 1964 
published as S.O. 1712 in the Gazette ol India dated 
the 23rd May, 1964 and Notification No. 4/F. No. 
301/37/70-E.D. dated 31st March, 1970 published as 
S.O, 1319 In the Gazette of India dated the 11th April, 
1970 to the effect that every Income-tax Officer appointed 
to be an Assistant Controller and posted to the Estate 
Duty-cum-Income-tax Circle. Jabalpur, shall, and every 
Income-tax Officer appointed to be an Assistant Con- 
troller and posted to the Estate Duty-cum-Income-tax 
Circle, Indore, shall not, perform his functions as 
Assistant Controller in the said circle to the exclusion 
of all other Assistant Controllers in respect of the 
estates of all deceased persons who Immediately before 
their death were being or would have been assessed 
to Income-tax, had they derived any taxable income 
In any Income-tax Circle, the Headquarters of which 
lies within the revenue districts of— 

( 1 ) Gwalior, 

1 2) Bhind, 

(3) Morena, 

(4) Shlvpuri, 

(5) Datia, 

(6) Hoshangabad, 

(7) Betpl, 

(8) Guna of the Madhya Pradesh State. 

2. This notification shall come into force on the 21st 
December, 1971. 

[No. 36/F. No. 301/37/70-E.D.] 
TPTOT-VJW 

Bfftwfi, 2lftffwn;, 1971 
apto wto 67» (rPTTT-VpF BftrfRBB. 1953 
( 1953 BB 34) aft tJTTT 4 # T9 BIT ( 2 ) % 

EftEr B7BJB1 3KT 5PTH HER# BT RbET BRtf g^, 

%rfEr aM br fti, bttb % win, brEt 23 b£ 
1964 5r*PT° bto 1 7 1 2 % w Jr RBffftiB RfRgBRTBo 

lO/BBo Bo 21/35/64 Bo 5JO cTREb 11 Bf, 1964 

?flT WKB TTTO, BT*E? 1 1 1 970 $ fiffo Wo. 

1319 % m if SmEfiB BftFgBBT Bo 4/TTo #o 3 01/ 

37/70 Bo ljjo, BREST 31BTT, 1 9 7 0 ^ ITB51TO ^B 

SITHB ft BTRTfBT TRBI ^ % BBV ^ >^B wrfwif ^ 
BWlvf T?t BTBB, BTBBR TT fBBtPB ^ 
% £EfT BB BBK fW BBT «B BT fTBT BTBT, Bfifl BBFt 

BRIBB BIB fBBft BTBBTT t 3BcW gf «fV, 

EsiB% B5BTBB — 

■o 

(1) TBlftFR, 

( 2 ) fry, 

( 3 ) bV^tt, 

( 4 ) 

(5) Bftmr, 

(6) ?Ww, 

(7) B§B, 

(8) BKBB^tir TRB TT BBT I 

TIBPB fwf t faFT f, BBt SPB BfTBBI fd * mf BTf 
WE ft# B^TBBl ftB'BB. ^ FB B ftffcF ftlBT 
BBT BR BTTi B7T TTR BTBB1T BftlH, TBRTT $ BBIB 
ftlBT BBT 5RBB7 BTBBR BfSFPTTt BBB BftrB Jr BFTW 
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fRWRT % T l^ff TT 'TTHT TDTT RW1 RgRTF 
faqfoF % TO if tar foRT TOT sftr TOTTr ST5*fT TO STOTO 

-3 O 

Tfor, irob: t tort forr toi ifofo Tftrerr ft w t to t 

WtH wft 'FT 9TTO ffeff qrfrlT I j‘ ’ 

2 - RRWfH^TOT 2lfe l TTOT, 1971 Ft TOW ?Mr I 

['To 36/TTo To 301/37/70 To Wo] 


ORDERS 
Estate Duty 

New Delhi, the 16th July 1971 

S.O. 680. — In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
second proviso to sub-section (2) of Section 4 of the 
Estate Duty Act, 1963 (34 of 1953), and in supersession 
of previous notiliration in this regard the Central Board 
of Direct Taxes hereby abolish the Estate Duty cum 
Income tax Circle, Aurangabad and direct that the 
Assistant Controller of Estate Duty cum Income-tax 
Circle. Akola shall perform his functions in respect of 
the estates of all deceased persons who. Immediately 
before their death were being or would have been 
assessed to Income-tax, had they derived any taxable 
income in any Income-tax Circle, the Head quarters of 
which lies within the revenue districts of: — 

1 . Akola, 

2. Amravatl, 

3 . Chandrapur. 

4. Wardha, 

5. Yeotmal, 

0. Nagpur, 

7. Bhandara, 

8. BuMhana, 

9. Aurangabad. 

in. Bhlr, 

11. Nanded, 

12. Parabhani and 

13. Osmanabad, 

2. This notification shall come Into force iiom Ihe 
2nd August, 1971. 

[No. 17/1971— F. No. 301/37/70-E.D.] 
BALBIR SINGH. 

smrcr 

FT ftMt, Ifi 3Rf£, j 97[ 


pfasr ir foff% ttottt ttot 

favff if ffoff f : — 


( 1) TfolRT . 

(2) WFTRpft, 

(3) 

(4) TH?, 

(5) TOTOIW, , 


(«) 

TFiqr. 

(n) 


( 7 ) 

WTO, 

(12) 

qTtrpjft, 

(8) 


( 13 ) 

TFTRTRTff 1 

( 9 ) 




ci«: 

) 




2. TfsfET^FT 25RTF, 1 9 7 1 % SPJfff gBft I 

[To 1 7 /l 97 1 — 'FT 0 To 3OI/37/7O-T0 gjo] 

TOPffo f%g, TfTW I 


Gift-tax 

ORDERS 


New Delhi, the 17 th December 1971 

S. O. 681. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Section 9 of the Gift-tax Act, 1958 (18 of T958), and in 
partial modification of their order No. 25/1971 of even number 
dated the 2nd September, 1971, the Central Board of Direct 
Taxes hereby orders that in the Table annexed to the aforesaid 
order dated the 2nd September, 1971, the entries under columns 
(2) and (3) against S. Nos. 16 and 21 shall be substituted by 
the following : — 


S. Commissioners of Gift-tax Additional Commissioners 
No. of Income-tax (Recovery). 


16 Commissioner of Gift-tax 
Bihar, Patna. 


21 Commissioner of Gift-tax, 
West Bengal-V, Calcutta, 
Commissioner of Gift-tax. 
Orissa, Bhuvaneshwar. 


Additional Commissioner 
of Income-tax 
(Recovery), Patna. 

Additional Commissioner 
of Income-tax 
(Recovery-II), Calcutta. 


2.~ I " This order shall come into force with effect from ist 
January, 197*. 

[N0.5F. 330 2/71-G.T.] 


«FT<mT° 680. — TTOTT 7PrF sr f w frp T T , 1953 
(1953 tfiT 34) Tff RTTT 4 R?t WTORT (2) % ffffffo 

to^f snr tou wforof qr snfnr qfot ftr, 
*T% TOfTO qgT >pr TfTfffffT T fdfad 
*6 let TcRST RF Wfo tRfTffTU TTO3T 

TITRTO-RTTOTT Tf%T, sfh'qTRTW ^ WH I TER TORT g 
wh: frfow toi Ir for totto ffowr, ttott tor to- 
W1 Tfor, *fofoT TTt ^ WR aqfoiWT qft T TO UT T # 
RTTO TT% TO TTTR q^TT, foffTO, Ffot TRT ft Sfo 
q^T, KR4I fvpr fftwfow TT TOT foqT TOT TT RT 
fon tort ttrT totto qftf tottr srnr ft foftr if# torto 


qTR-TO 

ffffftvtft, 1 7 fWRT, 1971 

Sfrio arc 681. — RTRTO RfufaWT, 1958 

( 1958 qll 18 ) RTt TT 7 I 9 UTR! TOTO SlfoiTt TO 

srsftT TOft grr, RK^ 2 fTRTOT, 1 97 1 % Tift 

ftTOT wfo TfoiT To 25/ 1971 SR TRTR: WFRf^R *RR 
|(t, %wftq wriw qrz wt# Trlw Irt | fo rtt# 

2 fTffFT, 1971 % 5Tfo?I % RTTRiJ TTfot T 
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*fo lesflr 21 % tht^ ( 2 ) ( 3 ) 

Tt srfrftsraf % pktk it fd*dfd%rr Tfcranfar fwr Trrrnrr:- 


%o dTd-dT (flTFFr ’TTT-MI 4 +T-5IT4 dd 

VD si 

T° (d^) 


^ Jrfrfeff % wfH tt T frfq r fc r ftrar 

'flu.' *11 : — 

ar-^rr tew ?m: srnjw 

d° 


1 0 dTd-TT ’3 1 add, T, 

^TdT-TTdTT-TTTfd 

16 tJddT-TTTdd, fdfTT, 

ft wra-diT srr^dd 

dTdT 1 


dddr 1 

(d^dfr), TddT 1 

2 1 4Td-TT TTTdd, 

TTrT- 5, 

sffWTT 1 

fifTd-drr wrwr, TfrrT, 

1 

TdT-TmT-TFJdd 

2 1 KTd-TT Trader, TfTdJff } 
- 1 
TTTT— 5, ( b7td>rii 1 | 

tfd— dR-Tradd, 'asitii, 

V3 * 1 

1 

T9T TFT-dT TBJifd 

(d$m~2),<TTmTT 1 

2) , TeiTril 1 

1 


2 . srfarr 1 dd®rft, 1972 *r jejut $Ftt i 

|'TTo T° 3 3 o/ 2/7 l-TE-Y 7 ] 

[T° 37 / 1971 ] 


2 . d? wtw 1 Tddft, 1 972 T 5TffT ^FIT I 

[To TTo 3 1 5 / 1 / 7 l-OT-TT] 
[To 38/ 197l] 


New Delhi, the 28th December 1971 


Wealth Tax 

New Delhi, the 17 th December 1971 
S. O. 68a. In — exercise of the powers conferred 
Dy Section to of the Wealth-tax Act, 1957 (27 of 1957), and 
in partial modification of their order No. 23/1971 of even num- 
ber dated the 2nd September, 1971, the Central Board of 
Direct Taxes hereby orders that in the Table annexed to the 
afore said order dated the 2nd September, 1971, the entries 
under columns (2) and (3) against S. Nos. 16 and 21 shall be 
substituted by the following 


S. Commissioners of Wealth- 
No. tax 

Additional Commissioners 
of Income-tax (Recovery) 

16 Commissioner of Wealth-tax, 
Bihar, Patna, 

Additional Commissioner 
of Income-tax (Re- 
covery), Patna. 

21 Commissioner uf Wealth-tax, ' 
West Bengal-V, Calcutta. | 

Commissioner of Wealth- ] 
tax, Orissa, Bhuvaneshwar. _ 

1 Additional Commissioner 
of Income-tax (Rc- 
- covcry-II), Calcutta. 

1 


2. This order shall come into force with effect from 1st 
January, 1972. 

[F. No. 31s/ T./71-W.T.J 

[No. 38 / 1971 ] 


Td-dR 

d^f^TT, 17 ferUTf, 19 72 


S.O. 683. — In partial modification of order No. 23 
dated 2nd September, 1971 as revised by order No. 27 
dated the 10th September. 1971, and in exercise ol the 
powers conferred by Section 10 of the Wealth-tax Act, 
1957 (27 of 1957), the Central Board of Direct Taxes 
hereby directs that, with effect from 1st January, 1972. 
the Additional Commissioner of Income-tax (Recovery), 
Jaipur who Is mentioned at S. No. 19 of the order 
No. 23/1971 dated the 2nd September, 1971 shall also 
perform in addition to the existing functions, the func- 
tions of Commissioner of Wealth-tax as now specif! . 
in the Annexure ‘A’ to this order. 

Annexure ‘A’ 

Technical Functlorin 

1. Revisionary powers under section 25(1) and 25(2) 
of the Wealth-tax Act, 1957. 

2. Jurisdiction proposals and other matters pertain- 
ing lo Appellate Assistant Commissioners. 

3. All work relating to second appeals before the In- 
come-tax Appellate Tribunal, references and writ peti- 
tions belore High Courts and Supreme Court and any 
other proceedings before these authorities except prose- 
cution proceedings and tax recovery proceedings. 

4. Matters pertaining to Income-tax Officers (Judi- 
cial) Authorised Representatives and Standing 
Counsel. 

5. All work relating to internal and revenue audit in 
the Income-tax Department and matters pertaining to 
Inspecting Assistant Commissioner of Income-tax 
(Audit) and Chief Auditor. 

|No. 41/1971- F. No. 315/1/71-W.T.] 

df feft, 28 fcT*dT, 1972 


dd* TTo g 8 2. — dd-TT drftTfdTd, 1957 
( 1957 dd 27) dft BTTT 10 5TTT TdYT Tfaddf VT 

sratr gr, tit dieter 2 fTturr, 1 97 1 ^ Ttfr 

TWTT dTT TT%W To 23/1971 TPId: TlTTjfTT dT^f 
|tT d-yfTr jjcTST TT Trif PrRTTTr £dT f % dT^ 
2 fTdTdT; 1971 % ^dfdd TT^T ^ TdTTO TRift T, ’Fo 
To 1 6 *fk 2 1 % % TdFfT ( 2) ?ftT ( 3) % 


TIT--' 68 3. — To 2 7 dirW lOfTcRdT, 
1971 3TTT TNT JdftfWT dTTtdT 2 fddTdT, 1971 
T T' 1 23 dd TTdd: TTEdTT dTd fjr *Jr 

*Jd-TT nfylddd, 195 7 ( 1 9 5 7 dd 27) TTT 1 0 
JTTJ tJTd Tfdddf dd TdtT TTT dtr, dETfiTdTT 

fd^T^dlt ^ ^ ^dTdTT WFpfd (d?J5fr), 
snjy; yfr 2 frdFsr, 1971 % do 23 / 19-1 
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% JT a 19 Y TfoTY % fkfYFT % YfdfkY 

fEppr ?(PYFT% TY 'friff TT YT YY TY YlkT % vdM i-tc-KT 

V if fkrfkY t YYkt 1 9 1 2 y ttyt tyrt 1 

3W5 V 
YFY/Fl' 

1. EH'F J . FrfETfWR 1957 'FT YTTI 25 (l) YF 

2 5 ( 2 ) nm?! 'jkklT YKYfff wfkYT I 

2 . YfelfklT # FYflTEt Yk Y^lffiF ^TTWT 

(YffitY) Y YFTfYFT SFYYFT I 

3. T T 'ITT YTVY YfsRTYY % ^T*TST ftrlY YTTYT, 
tjwq- nuYTYTT YF Y 3 YYY rYTYt FT E YYSf fYYYf 
m\x fTT Yf%Yt Yk YfYYlYY FlY^dl *rk TTF^Eft 
Tl YT r Ok l % 3FTPTT ?Y snfY'FF'Yt % YYW FRY TH- 

*r ye^ty yyi tp} i 

t yety 7 yIy-titt (YrrfYY) TTfYffT srfYfrfy' 
tqk WTT 4 t + 1 FYY Y YEYfYFT YTY 1 

s. snw 7 fwrnr Y YFfikY [Yk hym YFkn 
if fir^frETT YYt Tffi}' Y*F YffiYY i^IWl YRJTY 
(frdSFT) (RTftsaT) Yk TOT YfftSTY Y YEYfcFr 
YTY I 

[if, 4 1 / 19 71 / t fvl ■ Ye 315 — / l/7 l-EFTY 7 ] 


Gift Tax 

New Delhi, the 28th. December 1971 

SO 684 — In partial modification of order 25/1971 
dated" the 2nd September, 1971 as revised by order 
No 28/1971 dated the 10th September. 1971 and in 
exercise of the powers conferred by Section 9 of the 
Gift-tax Act, 1953 (13 of 1958). the Central Board of 
Direct Taxes hereby directs that with effect from 1st 
January, 1972 the Additional Commissioner of Income- 
tax (Recovery), Jaipur who is mentioned ut S. No. 19 
of" the order No. 25/1971 dated the 2nd September. 1971 
shall also perform in addition to the existing functions, 
the functions of Commissioner of Gift-tax as now 
specified hi the Annexure ‘A’ to this order. 

Annex ure ‘A’ 

Technical Functions 

1 Tlevisionary powers under section 3*4 ( 1 J and 24(2) 
uf l he Gift-tax Act, 1958. 

2. Jurisdiction proposals and other matters pertaining 
to*" Appellate Assistant Commissioners. 

3 . All work relating to second appeals before the In- 
come-tax Appellate Tribunal, references and writ peti- 
tions before High Courts and Supreme Court and any 
other proceedings before these authorities except prose- 
cution proceedings and tax recovery proceedings. 

4 Matters pertaining to Income-tux Officers (Judi- 
cial), Authorised Representatives and Standing Coun- 
sel, 

5 All work relating to internal and revenue audit in 
the Income-tax Department and matters pertaining to 
Inspecting Assistant Commissioners of Income-tax 
(Audit) and Chief Auditors. 

[No. 42/1971 — F. No. 330/2/71-G.T.l 
B. NIGAM, Under Secy. 


TET-TT 

hi f> ; T , 23 197 1 

qr^o 3TU 6S4.-YTklY ' 28/1971 YFtY 10 fYcFF 
1971 3FT YYT TYkftffiJ TFIF 2 fkFF 1971 % 
YTkl T’ 25/1 971 YT WET: TTRPNT YTY ^ Yk 
YTffifY YfafYYY 1958 ( 1958 F 18) Yf £TFT 9 
£FT TFT utfrufr FT YYtY FT ksTT YYPYFYk 
T'i^STTr YYT f fffi YTT YTYY 7 YrFfT (YTjeft), 

YY 3 7 jfT 2 fYFF 1971 % Ylkl Ye 2 5/ 1 9 7 1 
% FT Y o 19 8 Tiki fklYM £FT)r % tlfilfVAT, 
TEFFT Yi^T-l 47 (JY TT Tft YY fR Ylkl % YYIYYJ 

V y fsrfrfcur t, i 1 9 7 2 ft ttyy YkiT i 

YYYltft fW 

1. FTF YfftfftYY, 1958 Yt RTF 24( l) Yk 

24(2) % YfttY fTR^at wfeErr i 

2 . STfa+iPtcil spt ^'UTPTfiT'T EtT TffiTT 

^ Rrwf^Hcr SET I 

3 . mffiFT ?rfr=r ^rftjTrur % ffiRw fefEr 
YfErteFTt ifU" Y^ficPT FffiPTffiPI % fRrar ffiwf 

FT X frj ?lfYYt?ftT Effihlhh 'tT^Tlftthl FTfr ^TT 
TTT-Jrf/ffi % SfYTYT YlltmTtjff % fTW 5 FT ^Tt- 
^nfffcfY if (PTf i 

4. wr (YnfffiF), mfaiEr ufafTf u 

wk ugufl +NH1H Y fncY#tIY YTY I 

5. RIW? frffiffi it sftr 7JYFY Yqflw 

Y Y *■<* P-YY YYV 't' 1 9 m \ f , YfYYE YTYET YE 18 Y ( fd /Ifffir) 

( YTCfOT ) vk YOT YktsUF YTYkjcT YTY I 

[Y 1 ’ 42 / 1 97 1 -EURc 3 3 0 / 2/7 1-^ffiwr 7 ] 
Y,-rk fkTY, YYZ YfkET I 

OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CENTRAL 
EXCISE 

Customs 

Guntur, the 4th June, 1971 

S.O. 685 — In exercise of the powers conferred by the sections 
mentioned in Column (2) of the table below, ], A.S.I. Jaffar 
the Collector of Central Excise, Guntur having been appointed 
as the Collector of Customs f unh r, hereby, authorise the persons 
of and above the rank of officers specified in column ( 3 ) of the 
table below to excercise the powers under the provisions speci- 
fied in the corresponding entry in column (2) of the said table 
to the extend specified in column ( 4 ) thereof. 


SI. 

Provisions of the 

Officers 

Extent of power 

No. 

Customs Act 
T 962 . 



fn 

( 2 ) 

(3) 

(4) 

f 

Section 104 (T) 

Inspector of 

To arrest a person. 


central 

Excise. 
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(i) (2) (3) 


(-0 


Customs Act 1962, given in the corresponding entry in to], 2 
of the said schedule. 


2 Section 107 Inspector To requite a person 

of Excise to produce or deli- 
ver any documen 
or thing relevant 
to’the enquiry and 
to examine any 
to examine any 
person acquain- 
ted with the facts 
ans circumstances 
of the case. 


[No.1/71] 


(i) ( 2 ) 


r Assistant Collectors of 18; 19; 21; 22 (3) (b); 48 and 
Central Excise, Rajah- 72 (2). 
mundry and Vijaya- 
wada Divisions. 

2 All Assistant Collectors 129 (1 ) ; 129 (2) and 143(1). 
of Central Excise in die 
in the Guntur Cent- 
ral Excise Collecto- 
rate. 


VTtrfoFT, VrfU TiTTF 5TFT 

’Trpt, 4 5^T, 1971 

fffo 685. — TfTefr ^rfrq ( 2) 

n T^rftfr nf srurcff % m ttt vrf^rRff ti jpm f T. 

T, vf o ^T7)T TTIKT?, IrTTlT IrTTT Tfp, 

x tt tr tfnrr wf-fr it, fTJTfirfa'T 

jfiTtfr t -dm ( 3 ) sr Tsrfa 49 ' tt % d«rr 944 sir 4; 
5TfjTrf v TT ~1 44T TPTTr % F=FT ( 2) 4 fqfTe TEITH 
T TTTT, T7F F=F<T ( 4) it T>TT ffT, Wf-EFTO 4T 
TTFT 47TT TT SnfT47K ^ I 


*0 TWhlJcT tlfTTIG 97f«PFTT 'FI TWI 

To TfijpFR 
1 962 T 
TTTT 


(1) (2) (3) (4) 


1 urn fdWFF ^rtir ftrtfr ttt ctt i 

1 04 ( I ) TERT 7T*47 f^rfr «rf4T T ^TI© 

2 TIT -9^-T- if TCTJ fdTTl TT-T 

19 7 TT4T REJ 4T> RRJT 

4174 91447 74 47 r 

T'tSTT 47TTT 747 T47T»r 
A T74T4 rtq 
T 7ft f%7 frlfr 'iqfjfh 
4 T TGSTti 4T4T I 

[■mr 1/7 1.] 

S. O. 686.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-scc- 
tii m 34 of section 2 of the Customs Act 1962(52 of 1962) the 
Collector of Central Excise, Guntur, having been appointed as 
th e Collector of Customs within the jurisdiction of rbc Guntur 
C ntrul Excise Collecioraie, hereby assigns to the officers 
mentioned in Col. I of the schedule below, the functions of 
',t e Proper Officer” referred to in the various sections of the 


3 All Superintendents of 

Central Excise in the 
Guntur Central Excise 
Collect orate. 

4 (a) Superintendents in- 

charge of Custom 
House, Kakinada 
and 

(b) Inspector of Central 
Excise, in-charge of 
Custom House, 
Masulipatnam. 


5 Sub-Inspector or central 

Excise attached to 
Custom Houses Kaki- 
nada and Bheemuni- 
patnam. 

6 All officers of Customs 

and Central Excise 
down to the rank of 
Sub-Inspectors in the 
Guntur Central 
Excise Collectorate. 


7 All Superintendents of 
Central Excise (Tech- 
nical) in the I.D.Os 
in the Guntur Central 
Excise Collectorate. 


tor and 103. 


13 ; I7(i); 17(3); t7(4)l 21; 
22(3) (a); 26(c); 28(1); 30; 
3ti32; 341 371 38; 39i 40; 
41(1); 41(3); 42(1)1 42(2) 
(c)42(2)(d); 42 (2 j (e); 
45(2)fa);45 ( 2 ) (b); 46; 

471 501 5G 541 591(3)1 
6o; 61; 62; 63(2); 64 
(except sub-section (f); 

67; 68; 69; 72(1)1731771 
79(1)1 80; 85; 86(2)1 89; 
92(1)1 931 941 95(2); 95(3)1 
97; 144(1)); 145 and 149. 

17(1)1341371771 14400 
and 145. 


100; 106 and no. 

Note : Section 106 is excepted 
in the case of Part and 

airport Visakhapatnam; 
Municipality in respect 
of work relating to the 

r ods under section II- 
of Customs Act J962 
i.e. the officers mention- 
ed in col. I will not 
function as Proper 
Officers in the areas 
Specified above in 
respect of sections 106 
and n-B of Customs 
Act, 1962. 

n-C; n-J and n-K. 

Note : — They will function as 
proper Officers in their 
respective jurisdictions 
not covered by M.O.Rs 
manned by a Superin- 
tendent of Central 
Excise only. Superin- 
tendent of Central Excise 
(Tech) I.D.O. Visakha- 
patnam will not function 
as Proper Officer in 
respect of the area of 
the Visakhapatnam 
Port. Similarly the 
the Superintendent of 
Central Excise (Tech) 
I.D.O. , Rajahmundry 
will not function as 
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00 


( 2 ) 


1 


8 Superintendent of Central 

Excise (Tech) 

I.D.O., Rajahmundry. 

9 All Superintendents of 

Central Excise in- 
charge of M.O.Rs. 


io All Inspectors of Cen- 
tral Excise in Guntur 
Collectorate. 


Proper Officer in respect 
of tile area of the Kaki- 
nada Port where the 
Superintendent of Cen- 
tral Excise in-char^e of 
Custom House Kakinada 
will function as Proper 
Officer in respect of 
the area of Kakinada 
Port. 

2U 22 ( 3 ) 00 ; 63 ( 2 ); (6 4 )(f); 
72(2); i29(i); 129 (2) and 
142(1) (tf). 

n-C; ri-J and 11-K. 

Note: — .The Superintendent of 
Central ^Excise in- 
charge of S. R. P. 
M.O.R. at Visakha- 
patnam will not 
function as Proper 
Officer. 

106-A 

Note : — They will not function 
as Proper Officer within 
the area of Visakhapatnam 
and Kakinada Port 
areaB. 


a (t) eept srEtwr 
E>IT IpTPTE, TT'lfr- 
Tfsr 

(N) EETH fEUSTT, 
EEfRi drETE 
ErETE / *'t 1 ?TE E T-fl- 

tjee 1 


[No. 2/71] 

Wfo 6 86, — ETET 5JFT [EftjfEEE, 1962 

( 1962 ti 5 2Ei) t| errcr 2 tT testtt 34 sm Esn 
EfTTET TT EETE TTE jrr, EEriUTT, TEftE TEITT SJFT 
E?(T, TE6 %?2TtE HTTT4 <JJFT EEf|E? STE E?[ T E EiET BJ~T 
EE1EET frjTT ?'lE ET, EEEJTTT fEFEfEfHE T TIE 1 
Sr TEfE EE EftmfrEf Tt ETT ^Et % *EE 2 TT TT’ETET 
fEETEr ir ET ETeT BJFT ^fgftppE 1962 TT fEfEE 
HmEt Jf EfcTfiEE "EfEE EfETTfi’’ % % f^pr 

ETfEE TTE | I 

JU — ____ _ 


5 TITTETtfr TE wtEEl- 

E 5 ZEE fftEr T^TT- 
TET E E*T3’ TE- 
firfRsrT I 

6 tjgr EEXtE T?ER 

EFT EETEE? SUT E 
ETfEf fartF T EE ET 
T EEt #ET BJFT 
eV TTXlq- TfETE 
%■ EfETlft I 


1 


2 


1 E?HPF EETEEf %ETfE 

TcETE EFT, TTET- 
E>*lt E*rr fETTEETET 
EETE I 

2 TEUT TTEIT 
EETffiT? EE T 

EEt EEI ET EETtfET I 

3 ^ TRUE ErETE 

BJFT EEIiffT ET 
E^fT EEOfTT I 


18 , 19 , 21 , 22 ( 3 ) (’Ej, 
48 EEf 72 ( 2 ) 


129 (l), 129 ( 2 ) EET 

142 ( 1 ) 


7 E^(T Tiffi'E 3 TTTE 
EFT EMTEET ET % 
ERIE TlEf- 
EET % EEi EETS.IT 
^EflRT TcEIE ?J?T 

(srrfEftr) 


10 1 TET 103 


13 , 17 (l), 17 ( 3 ), 17 

( 4 ), 21 , 22(3) (T), 
26 (E), 28 ( 1 ), 30 , 31 , 
32 , 34 , 37 , 38 , 39 , 40 , 
4 1 ( 1 ), 4 l( 3 ), 42 ( l), 
42 ( 2 ), (E), 42 ( 2 ) 

(E), 42 ( 2 ) (T), 45 
(2)(ffi), 45 ( 2 ) ( ) , 

46 , 47 , 50 , 5 1 , 54 , 
59 ( 3 ), 60 , 61 , 62 , 

63 ( 2 ), 64 (TEETTT(E) 
TEfEfTEE), 67 , 68 , 69 , 
72 ( l), 73 , 77 , 79 ( l), 
80 , 85 , 86 , (2), 89 , 

92 ( 1 ), 93 , 94 , 95 ( 2 ), 
95 ( 3 ), 97 , I 44 (l), 

145 149, 


17 (l), 34 , 37 , 77 , 

144(1) 1 45 


1 00, 1 0 6 EET 110 
feiEffft — jfmr SjBtft wftT- 
fEEE 1 9 6 2 Tf SrnT 1 1?[ 
% EETEE ETrT ?T ETE3T 
TIE % ftlE ErPT RET^ 
EtTE fEWPElEJEE J^fE- 
fqTpTcfr T JITTtrr if tfjTj 

106 E^faiE f tm e[et 
EFT wftlfEEE 1962 'f?t 
ETO 106 EET 1 I-ET T 
ET 5 EE if, er<Ei 

EETE 1 E EETE EE EfE- 
TTft “TfEE EfETTfl," % 
TE it TTE Eff T^E I 

1 IE, 1 33ETEI 1 IE 
frEEf ; — 4- EEE EtElff vfa- 
TTT SUU E, Et EEtalE; 
TEftE EcETE <fFT T Etfl- 
E^V Efff-i TTt ^3ff % 
EcTEE E srr% ff, EfBTE 
EftTRt % TE E Tttf 



r?it i m mw: Rrcr 
RRITT 5 JPTT (qrMvR ) 
RR[R f^siTOTT^- 
rr, tVirrr^-r i T3^R r?tr R 

wsr ^ tCrr ?rftmfr R 
wq r rir rr)t r^rt i 3Rf 
wf rrprr rv^tr rtttr 
( jpr qtfRftiR) q^R 
rrtr, TT3rnj?5T RTRftRisr 
qrrR % sir r, Rfi rtrt- 
rirt ■’frrrr rt 
qtnft rirstr TfRR wfa- 
Rift % ^q r Rnf R^/ir, 
jfRR ’afaRRt % W7 R 

rtr r^T r^rt l 

8 StEfolR, * r RftR RtRTR 21, 22(3)0*), 63 ( 2 ), 

qsp (srrfarfspfr) 64 (r), 72 ( 2 ), 129 - 
trqfifrq trtr. ttrt- ( 1 ) , 129 ( 2 ) Tfir 
ij^jV 1 1 42 ( 1) (r) 

9 wfarifr Wt % 1 i-r, 1 i~sr, RRi 1 i-z 
w 5r*rRt mtm ftwinft:--?** RRRRRRfw 

■j’cqT? jprr 1 R^trfRRRr trst, fRRPRT- 
q^RR ri RRR T RtfalR, 
ReRr? sjeR RfRR 
RfRRifr r ^q ^ RTq R?fi 
WIT I 

1 0 RgR RRT^rf «rr r 10 6-r 

qvft fRRfRR RRTtR fe'RRfr :— t fawmsfpr 
g^qiaf $JP"P I RRT •FT'^nrT R*TR SIR R 

Rf*R RfaRNt R RR Jr 
Y1R Riff RRR 1 

fqqqr 2 / 71 ] 

Central Excise 

New Delhi, the 19 th August, 1971 

SO 687.-— In exercise of the powers conferred on 
me by Rule 5 of the Central Excise, Rules, 1944, I 
hereby empower the Assistant Collectors of Central 
Excise to exercise within their respective jurisdic- 
tions, the powers of the. Collector, under Rule P3-G 
(1) (ill) of the Central Excise Rules. 

[No. 2/71.] 
A. S. I. JAFFAR, Collector. 

qrrtfttT UfRTC 

Hi f^ft, 19 WR 1971 
tJRo Wfo 68 7. — %RftR RRTTR RcR ffiMfi, 1944 % 
frppT 5 JTTT RTR HrftRRf RT RRtR Wf fl, ff q^JTTT 
rritt ?j?r % RTfTRR RRTTfflfaff Rt ’mir «+^a 


trftRK ir-fr r gwr f^rt fqqrr r fwr 1 73 ® 

( 1 ) (iii) R sRpfa "RRiddr r[ Rfapfr qrr rrtr wt 
rt RfaRTR Irt f 1 

[roti 2 / 71 ] 

ITo RRo RTfo RTF, RRITfR? I 

central Excise collectorate m.p. and 
VIDARBHA 

ORDER 

Corrigendum to Notification No. 1/7 1-C. Ex. dated 
11th February, 1971, amended vide Notification No. 
5/71 -C, Ex., dated, lith. November, 1971. 

Nagpur, the 14th. December 1971 

S.O. 688.— For the word “do” appearing in column 
4, against the renumbered Serial No. 8 of tile table 
subjoined to the Notification No. 1/71-C. Ex. dated 
11th February, 1971, as amended, the words “Officers 
not below the rank of Assistant Collector of Central 
Excise” will be read. 

[C. No. IV ( 16) / 8-5/71 -CXI. ] 
VIPIN MANEKLAL, Collector. 

(tffrffol RRTR FfeR RRT^ftf SC* Rrq tpf fippf ) 

trfq^qqr r o 571 %■ ~j° fqqfqr 1 1 - 1 1-71 stn 
qqifw q-Rr^RdT q^qr 1/71 % ?o r u fqdtqr 1 1 - 2-71 
qrr Nfeq 1 

qnr'p', 1 4 foq^, 1971 

iTRo wio 688- — wr qqrffj'T R 0 1/71 R 

7" Ro fqRiqr ) 1-5-7 1 qfr RRRR RPRV R TR: R^RifRR 
WR 6 R RTRR 4 R “hHH” P - “NfR- 

rr[ Tf’r Rrqrq % Riwir ’trirr? r rir % qq 

qr R?i i" qRr rrt i 

[Ro R5o 4( 16) 8-5/7 1— To 7o Ro I] 

fRfqR RTRTRTR, RRfSRf I 

OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CENTRAL 
EXCISE, HYDERBAD (DN.) 

Central Excise 
Hyderabad, the 5th June 1971 
S.O. 685.— In exercise of the powers conferred on 
me by Rule 5 of the Central Excise Rules, 1944, I here- 
by empower the Asst., Collectors of Central Excise tc 
exercise within their respective jurisdictions, the 
Powers of the Collector, under rule 173 (G) (1) (111). 

[No. 2/71.; 
S. K. SRIVASTAVA, Collector. 
RfRTR 5TPF RqTTRTR 

q~ifrR tpi'k-t^'F 
fq^TRf^, 5 TR, 19 71 

I^Ro Rto 68 9. — ^RftR RRRq-Rsq: fwr 1 944 Tf 
RFl 5 JFT RR q?R R?! Rt RfRTR: RT RRfR RTR ^rr 
R >fjr'R ~RFr-^R RSTRR R.SraETT TlfRRR 173 ®( 1 ) 
(iii) qr RtfrR RR 4 ET qfy NfqRqf RT RRTt RRR>-RRfl 
RfRRTfvRT T ^tR T TTTR R^r r fapT q-JiRR RTRf g \ 

[Ro 2/7l] 
t^Ro Ro *fPRTRR, RRR^R I 
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OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX, DELHI (CENTRAL) 

Income Tax 

New Delhi , the it* January 1972 

8. 0 . 6900, ^-As authorised and directed by the Central Government vide Government of India) Ministry of Finance (Department of 
Revenue and Insurance), New Delhi’s order F, No. 1/1/69-ITB dated 9th June, 1969, in terms of section 287 of the Income-tax Act 
(43 of 1961), the names and other specified particulars relating to tax defaulters who are, in default of an amount of Rs. 25,000/- or more 
as on the last day of the Financial year 1970-71, are hereby published. 


SI. 

No. 

Name and address of the asscssce 

Amount of tax (Rupees in thousands) 
as on 31-3-1971 

in defa ult 



For perod 
exceeding 9 
months but 
not exceed- 
ing 1 year 
& 3 months. 

Fo r period 
of 1 year 
& 3 months 
& above but 
not exceed- 
ing 2 years 
& 3 months 

For period 
of 2 years 
& 3 months 
& above 

Total 

I 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

1. 

Sh. Abbas Hussain P/o. M/s. Rasooljl Buxji outside Hathi Pole,] 
Udaipur. .......... 

128 

* a 


128 

2. 

M/s. Bimal Glass Works, Firozabad. 

.. 

a • 

57 

57 

3. 

M/s. Bharat Union Agencies (P) Ltd., 10, Daryaganj, Delhi.. 

• • 

•• 

81 

81 

4. 

Smt. Champa Gauri P/o M/s. V. C. Durlabhji, Johrl Bazar, 

Jaipur. . 

9i 

* - 

• . 

9i 

5. 

Sh. Daya Shankar Pandey C/o. M/s Raj Kumar Daya Shankar, 
Kancnan Bhawan, Gandhi Nagar, Kanpur 

63 

70 

, . 

133 

6. 

M/s. Dalmia Jain Airway (P) Ltd., (Under Liquidation), 10, Darya 
Ganj, Delhi. . 

, . 

185 

805 

990 

7. 

M/s. Dalmia Cement & Paper Marketing Co. Ltd., 10, Darya Ganj, 
Delhi (Dissolovcd Co.) 

. . 

• . 

XI 194 

XI 194 

8. 

M/s. Delhi Glass Works (P) Ltd., 10, Darya Ganj, Delhi (Under Liqui- 
dation) 


• a 

2K4 

284 

9- 

M/s. Golcha Properties (P) Ltd., ( In Liquidation), Jaipur. , 

• • 


113 

113 

IQ» 

S. Gurindcr Singh Kairon, C/O Nandan Theatre, Amritsar. . , 

44 


62 

106 

II. 

Shrl Gulam All P/o M/s. Rasooljl Buxji, outside Hathi ‘Pole, Udai- 
pur 

1 12 

. . 

. , 

112 

12. 

Shri Govind Narain Tiwari , ( H. U. F. ), Fort Road, Jaipur. . 



324 

324 

13. 

Shri H. C. Golcha, ‘Sohan Sadan’, C-Schcme, Prithvi Raj Road, 
Jaipur 

.. 

IOO 

. - 

I OO 

14. 

Shri Hans Raj Daga, Sujan Garh. ...... 

• * 

• - 

382 

382 

15. 

M/s. Jaipur Mineral Development Syndicate (P) Ltd., Jaipur. 

39 

73 

109 

221 

16. 

M/s. Jaipur Mineral Development Syndicate (Firm), Jaipur. . 

>■ 


565 

565 

17. 

Shri Jeewan Ali through legal heir Shri Mansoor All, P/o M/s. Rasoolji 
Buxji, Udaipur 

119 

. a 

a a 

119 

18. 

Shri Jagdish Lai Behl, C/o M/s. Pearl Woollen Mills No. 1,425, Indus- 
trial Area, Ludhiana. ........ 

34 

7 

28 

69 

19. 

M/s. Jhumer Lai Swaroop Lai Tewari ( Karauli Section ), Fort Road, 
Jaipur 

. . 

a a 

230 

230 

20. 

M/s. Jhumer Lai Swaroop Lai Tewari (Bharatpur Section), FortJ 
Road, Jaipur. 


. * 

270 

270 

21. 

ShriKanahiya Lai Tewari, (HUF), Fort; Road, Jaipur. . 

-• 


217 

217 
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4 

5 

6 

22 . Late Seth Kundan Lai, Ex-partner of M/s. Kundan Sugar Mills, 

Amtoha 

23 . M/s. Kundan Sugar Mills, (Dissolved Firm), Amroha (U.P.) . 



1568 

447 

1568 

447 

24. M/s. Mahabir Engineering Works C/o M/s. Raj Kumar Daya Sbanker, 
Kanchan Bhawan, Gandhi Nagar, Kanpur. 

Il8 


2 

132 

25. Shrl M.C. Golcha (H.U.F.) Golcha Garden, Jaipur. , 

40 

73 

5a 

165 

26 . Shrl M.R._Dhawan, 4/8, Asaf Ali Road, New Delhi. 

, , 

t , 

2019 

ZO19 

27. M/s. Maharaja Kishangarh Mills Ltd., Klshan Garh . 



72 

72 

28. Shrl N. V. Jain, P/o V.C. Durlabhji, Johri Bazar, Jaipur. 

52 



52 

29. M/s. National Exhibitors, C/o M/s. Prakash Theatres, Amritsar. , 

, „ 


46 

46 

30. M/s. Pearl Woollen Mills No. 1,425, Industrial Area, Ludhiana. . 

*4 

17 

48 

89 

31. Shrl Prlthvl Raj Daga, Sujan Garh, 

. # 


160 

160 

32. Seth Puran Chand, 5-Curxon Road, New Delhi. .... 

, . 

, , 

43 

43 

33. M/s. Raj Kumar Daya Shanker, Kanchan Bhawan, Gandhi Marg, 
Kanpur. 

t9 

9 

8 

36 

34. Shrl Raj Kumar Dixit P/o above 

71 

65 


136 

35. Shrl Sohan Mai Golcha Allas M/s. R. Golcha & Sons (H.U.F.), 

Jaipur. 

282 


217 

499 

36. M/s. Sohan Mai Golcha (P) Ltd., Jaipur 

48 

. . 

28 

76 

37. Shrl Surindcr Singh Kairon, C/o Neelam Theatre, Chandigarh. . 

. . 

, , 

104 

104 

38. M/s. Udaipur Mineral Development Syndicate (P) Ltd., Jaipur. 

. . 

. . 

150 

150 

39. M/s. Vishnu Motors & Finance (P) Ltd., 48, Asaf All Road, New 

Delhi. 


136 

108 

244 

40. M/s, V. C. Durlabhji, Johri Bazar, Jaipur 

45 



45 


[No. 3(SI/PN(3)/C/7 i- 72).] 

P. L. MALHOTRA, 
Commissioner of Income Tax. 

WFHRT WPJWf ftwft (VrtftR) 

*IFHPT 

^ 5 JHI'O, 1972 

tJHo *fto 6 9 0.— HFT-^T qfaftqR, 1961 (1961 iPT |43) *ft 5W 287 $ *FJfnr WTrl BUPTT, faiTT 

tpi tfftri fwq), fqwft % «n^i?r *jo i/i/69-*rr$o ;ft° Rdfr 9 sjt, 1969 ircr^Efta 
R77PR ft tfT PlSSlW, 'FT SRiFTRTTf, qft nintl fa'lsR PstT|*( ^ 1970—71 % k)(*rtB fiFT fFP 25,000 /— 

^qft qr xrfftr iff tt% fftft *ift % ; qurf ? «t*t f^rr^ff qft nhqftkr swiftrar Rrtt gtrit $ i 


31-3-1971 TC JV *5t TTfiT (TiRft ^JTPft ft) 


m fftsrfM *t*t •tt*t * m 
wn 


9 m$r 

f*Rl ljant ^ 

ftfa RT^ % TFT- 

ftppqft Thrift 

% fftft 


1 W 3 FT? 
*r tjqft ufftq? 
R>bj 2 qft *f 

3 R7? ft TFTftPP 
qft IDlfft % 
fftftj 


2 5pf sflr 3 «r qfw 
3flft wftiT qfr 
smfft % fftft 


i 


2 


3 


4 


5 


6 


1 «ft yw((H gftq Vmfkk, ft° T^spjff qw 


128 


* * 


128 
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1 2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

2 fwwts WT, 1 

. » 


57 

57 

3 RTOT ^#ST (STo) f%o, 

10 — 

* * 


81 

81 

4 ^TPTT qtft, WlkR 4?# *ft° ?fto 

^fTT, sptj*: 

91 



91 

5 >sft aaroR qtt, am tr^tr aaT- 

4H1 '8qi, HTtft JFR, ®f>FTJ^ 

83 

70 


133 

6 TT?T# TT^TfW trin^Sf (5TTo) fao 

('Tfr^mmT^k) 1 o — «rfwfa, fesft 

• 4 

185 

805 

990 

7 ^TpTTT ^ ^TT f^T° 

10 — afwia, (farafetT ) . 

4 4 


1 1 194 

11194 

8 fo?sft mur a# (sito) fgo, 10 — 

4pWl < H, (TPCERFFTnlt'T) 

• ■ 


284 

284 

9 aterar srm^ (5 tt°) fao, (qft- 



113 

113 

10 < 1%$ *8rt) BTTT r l rt * r l f*PteT, 

*PJcHR .... 

44 


62 

106 

11 tnfr, artfaiTtfstf ar^nafr, 

^Tvfrito % aT^r, 

112 



112 

12 >“47 affair wi faarftj ( 3 ° «ro $») 

9 ^ frtr, spry; 

* 4 


324 

324 

1 3 *ft t^ro tfr ntaar, aaa’ Ftfta, 

'pftrra tUt, ^ptjc 

4 4 

100 


100 

14 ^l' l ll, tj' j U'i' , i^ . . 

4 4 

4 4 

382 

382 

15 r*ci<.<?( rH^^T-c 

(9T°) ftr®, W2<! • • 

39 

73 

109 

221 

16 aiw-pte 

('ftfJj'JPFJT 



565 

565 

17 *ft ^ftaa «Fjft am a?r ^mftwrCt >4t 

Rgr 5 ?fr Rpftan; t^t 4V aatrsft, 

.... 

119 



119 

is smr 1(^1 am her i 

fam *T° 1,425] 

^jfsPTRT . 

34 

7 

28 

69 

1 9 «r[*r to wr^ftarCr (artfsft 

^T'fFl ) 95t^ 0«, SPFJT , , 



230 

230 

20 4h 4 Fasa faarct (*Kdjc 

4wa) a?it Ttr, 


* 4 

270 

270 

21 «ft a^laT faarft (f§° wo $o) 

Ttf, 3PTJ?: 

# * 

4 4 

217 

217 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

22 

Omffa $3 gpTT WET WPffaTT 

^■^6 wet sjot fRoE, mRt^r 



1568 

1568 

23 

4m? fs^r ?tm spir fmw (fwwfor 
m <l*jr (to sto) , 



447 

447 

24 

oro# w^nfR: tr? arcr 3 b# 

TRJBTT WTT, TTT BTT, 

Wtlft BET, 5FEPJT . 

118 

12 

2 

132 

25 

«rt ^o wtom, (^o wo f o ) »ffcRT 

Wl^T, TOTJT 

40 

73 

52 

165 

26 

# t^o WRo m 4/8 WT^TCiofr TUT, 

T$fo# .... 

4 4 

• « 

2019 

2019 

27 

til# ^KMI iWM, fE?R PrlpT^t, 
fWFTTO ... 

♦ * 

• * 

72 

72 

28 

sft t^T o ifto 3 r, WPft^R o ift o ^TWoff , 
oft§{l TraTT, 'oPTJT 

52 



52 

29 

3mf ^uert insfrfsrmf 3 b# hw 

f«#lw#, snjTmc 



46 

48 

30 

3b# b# fmr f#?w #o 1 , 425 , T^^mr 
crforr, ^fftrrnTT 

24 

17 

48 

89 

31 

«r? ‘i'MlTTof hot, 


. * 

160 

160 

32 

#5 £WT mW, 5— 3 F#'T #W, Rf fawft . 



43 

43 

33 

wow <itjhk bbtwt, #mr *m, wrcfr 

O^K, . 

19 

9 

8 

36 

34 

eft TTWfWR iftfwr, wpfEtn: 37 #t- 
0f#rT .... 

71 

65 

• » 

136 

35 

#? ol^H 6|IW "ll'T'li W# 3b# WTTo 
wFm iiu® b^b, (f?o w« 5?o), 

mrjr .... 

282 

• 4 

217 

499 

36 

3b# #t?BBW WRTOT (jfTo) fwfwtw, 

. . . 

48 

4 

28 

70 

37 

«fr j ffrTT Fbr ##? anr #krw fafcr, 
w^frw? .... 



104 

104 

38 

t5Rn^rfrft%3(5TTo) 

f#o, oi<^< 



150 

150 

39 

3b# fWWJ #k# WEB (stTo) 

f#o, 4 / 8 , WIBBi#? TPF, Wf fqi^n 


136 

108 

244 

40 

3b# #?<> #?° Tkrft nw, 

WWJT .... 

45 

• * 

• * 

45 




[#o 3(qW-WTfo/tffo 

q*° (3)/Fft/l»71 

-72)] 


qw<> wnfkrr, mm htjjw i 
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Sec, 5(E)] 


MINISTRY OF FOREIGN TRADE 

New Delhi, the 3 rd January 1972 

5.0, 691, — The Government of Gujarat having 
nominated Shri Maheshbhai Jashwantlal Shah, Chair- 
man, Gujarat State Industrial Cooperative Sangh, 
Ahmedabad, to be a member of the Central Silk Board 
in place of Shri Shambubhai Patel under clause (g) 
of sub- section (3) of section 4 of the Central Silk 
Board Act, 1948 (61 of 1948), the Central Government 
hereby appoints him as a member of the Central Silk 
Board upto the 27th September, 1973 and makes the 
following further amendment in the notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Foreign, Trade 
No. S.O, 1522 dated the 23rd April, 1970, namely: — 

In the said notification against serial number 28, the 
following shall be substituted namely: — 

“28. Shri Maheshbhai Jaswantlal Shah, Chairman, 
Gujarat State Industrial Cooperative Sangh, 
Ahmedabad.” 

[No. F. 21/l/70-Tex(F)] 

faiw Twitr 

df fe=TV, 3 WR'ff, 1972 

Wo trio 6 9 i. — ^nrnrnr, irfafdtm, 1948 
( 1 948 V,' 6l) ’ft R1TI 4 SHUT! 3 $ (®) 

% *RrfR “TV vpr Hii <pjf?r % twr tt j^ftr stu, 
TV *r£w wTRTrnrr mi?, wwsr, ^wtr ter 
TVTV fTv tt$vttV Ttr, nit rTr Twit TVi 

% 0[F TRTT % «T T twfpfR f%> WR TT RffVT TTTVlT, 
27 fTRWTT, 1973 TV T®R TVS V qV TEFR 

T fl T qfRJTTT fdTfiRT VTTV | fPU 'RPR 
tttvr v fRW strtt vV T o 

Vlo WTo 1522 f-RTV 2 3*tfw, 1970 T faRfafacf 

wfafwR Twer vtTV $ , Trwfa: — 

TTT Trfu^WdT if TR To 28% R*R f-TRlTT 

HpR'Tlf'TT faRr WRR, 

“28 TV TjfwmS wtrrhm wt^ , 

qwTR w TVTtfTv R^viTVTsr, w^rrtc 1 

[To 951° 21 / 1 / 70 -^(^ 110 )] 

5.0. 692. — The Government of Uttar Pradeih hav- 
ing nominated Shri A. K. Sharma, Commissioner and 
Director of Industries, Government of Uttar Pradesh, 
Kanpur, to be a member of the Central Silk Board in 
place of Dr. T. G. K. Charlu under clause (g) of sub- 
section (3) of section 4 of the Central Silk Board Act, 
1948 (81 of 1948), the Central Government hereby 
appoints him as a member of the Central Silk Board 
and makes the following further amendment in the 
notification of the Government of India in the Minis- 
try of Foreign Trade No. S.O, 1522 dated the 23rd April, 
1970, namely; 

In the said notification, against serial number 18, 
the following shall be substituted, namely: — 

"18. Shri A. K. Sharma, Commissioner and Direc- 
tor of Industries, Government of Uttar Pra- 
desh, Kanpur.” 

[No. F, 21/l/70-Tex(F.)] 

vr° mo 6 92-VRW TVS 1 948 

(194BVT 6 1 ) TV RTTT 4 Tf STURT 3 V tfT (^) 


% SRPfd 'STo Tfo TV %o WT T „• MR T 5 " WrTT RT- 
vr 5 ttt TV no %o wt?, *rr<w awr ^TEr fTTwv 
srTw ttrttt, ^trjt TV VtTr Trt TV# % qv 

RTPT % *FT if RTVTVd f W WR IT, TTffVd TTTRT 
qa^aTCT %rr tsR ar'Rf % qv mtTT % am if 
fww TTrT I tRT RPR ffTRT % fRW STRTT T?U°R 

vf srftr^mrr T®tt vt° mo 1522 Prtv 23 trw 

1970 H f'TRTR qfdfGR T^bfVSTR VTcfT |, Vm\d 

Til Tlftn^HT T VO TWT 1 8 % RPR f-uTt 
R TfcTTwriW f%R WRMT, miR:- 

“ 1 8 TV t)0 %0 WRf , 

STRVT cPIT WwR fTTwV, TWT SRW RTVIT I 
VRTT "l 


(To 951° 2l/l/7 0-iw (qilo) 

qqo qwo ijRr, g'T irfTq i 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 3rd January 1972 

S.O. 693. — In exerciie of the powers conferred by 
section 3 of the Essential Commodities Act, 1655 (10 of 
1956), the Central Government hereby makes the 
following Order further to amend the Textiles (Pro- 
duction by Powerloom) Control Order, 1966, namely: — 

1, (1) This Order may be called the Textiles (Pro- 
duction by Power -loom) Control (1st Amendment!) 
OTder, 1972, 

(2) It shall come into focce at once. 

2, In the Textiles (Production by Power-loom) Con- 
trol Order, I960 (thereinafter referred to aa the said 
Order), clause 6 shall be renumbered as sub-clause 
(1) of that clause, and after sub-clause (1) as so re- 
numbered, the following sub-clause shall be inserted, 
namely: — 

“(2) While granting the permission under sub- 
clause (1), the Textile Commissioner shall specify — 

(a) the type of yarn to be used on such power - 
loom, and 

(b) the Reed Space of the loom to be acquired or 
installed.” 

3, In clause 6A of the said Order — 

(i) for the opening paragraph, the following para- 
graph shall be substituted, namely: — 

“No person, whether by himself or jointly with 
others, except with the previous permission 
of the Textile Commissioner, shall weave cloth 
out of any yarn— 

(a) in the case of a power-loom existing at the 
commencement of the Textiles (Production by 
Power-loom) Control (1st Amendment) 
Order, 1972, other than the yarn on which the 
power-loom was working immediately before 
such commencement; and 

(b) in any other case, other than the yarn speci- 
fied under-sub-clause (2) of clause 6 by the 
Textile Commissioner.” 
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(li) for Explanation II, the following Explanation 
shall be substituted, namely: — 

“Explanation II . — A certificate issued by the 
Textile Commissioner or the State Government 
or any officer authorised in writing by the 
Textile Commissioner or the State Government 
in Form C as regards the types of yarn used 
on the power-looms shall be considered suffi- 
cient proof for the purposes of this clause.”. 

4. Clause GB of the said Order shall be omitted. 

5. In clause 7 of the said order, for the word and 
figure "clause 6 ”, the word, figures and letter “clauses 
6, 8A" shall be substituted. 

6 . In Form C appended to the said Order — - 

(ii) for the words, figures and letters “during the 
period of one year ending on the 31st July, 1956”, the 
following shall be substituted, namely: — 

“during the period of one year ending on the 31st 
July, 1956 the period immediately before the 
commencement of the Textiles (Production by 
Power-loom) Control (1st Amendment) Or- 
der, 1971." 

(ii) for the words "Signature of the Officer of the 
State Government” the words “Signature of the Offi- 
cer” shall be substituted. 

[No. F. 2(l)Tex(F)/65] 
M. L. GUPTA, Dy. Seey. 


New Delhi, the 21 st January 1972 

S.O. 694. — In partial modification of the Government 
of India, late Ministry of Industry notification No. 22/ 
2/G2-E. Pty. dated the 10th December, 1962 published 
on page 397 of Part I-Sectlon I of the Gazette of India 
dated the 16th December, 1962, the Central Government 
hereby cancels the appointment of Shrl B. R. Chakra- 
barty. Inspector of Central Exrise, Shillong as Inspec- 
tor of Enemy Firms vide entry No. 4 of the said notifica- 
tion. 

In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 4 of 
the Enemy Property Act, 1968, the Central Government 
Is pleased to appoint Shrl Anadi Ranjan Bhattacharjee 
Inspector of Enemy Property, Shillong, in addition to 
his duties vice late Shri B. R, Chakrabarty, 

[No. 3(45) /71-EI&EP.J 
fSe#, 2 1 oW-Cl , 1972. 

$o 694 — vrrer $ tftot, vtft i, 1 % >ps 

397 TH fsprfat 15 feTRlT, 1962 tPfTTfcf, WT7R 
tor % Trfvr m d«rr trcfFT jfaiw ^ srfu^pTT 

#o 22/2/62-^0 STTqff, ftTTPF 10 felRT, 1962 if 
WtfTFPF WltFT ^ 4,'-sW H73FTK, 9RTT % fdCfSTFi 

% TEmp Tp, sfl o tofo fMfarcr, gr?TK- 

njTOE, PiMtfi, Sit fd^Ptd, T? 

tTTcT *rfa^HT # Rfafe 4 I 

?I^ RPlffT itrfRfdiPT, 1968 RTO 4 JTTT STTrT 
W tpfFT 971% |t[, to <o 

■Emrff % WFT IT «ft SFfffc T5R VIOT^TSff, 

%vjtn ftatfa, ®pt *6X4 % R’ftlfvtd in OJ 

RPf fn % fd^tw % % ftftJJRI fTfft I I 

[Ro 3 (45)/71-^o (Tffo ^0 t ^o <fto J 


New Delhi, the 19 th February 1072 

S. O. 695 — In Pursuance of rule 8 of the export of 
Frozen Lobster Tails (Inspection) Rules, 1971 , the Central 
Government hereby appoints the persons mentioned in Column 
(2) of the Table given below as the panel of experts for the 
purpose of hearing appeals under the said rules against the 
decision of the Export Inspection Agency mentioned in the 
corresponding entry in Column (1) thereof. 

provided that when a member of any of the said panels 
is p:rs inally interested in the subject matter of any appeal 
he shall not take part in the proceedings relating to that appeal. 

Table 


Authority Place of hearing of appeal and persons constitu- 
against whose ting the pane] of experts to which appeal lies 
decision 
appeal lies. 


2 


I- Export: 
Inspection 
Agency — 
Cochin 


Cochin Region (Covering the States of Kerala) 
Mysore and the Union Territories of the 
Lnccadives, Minicoy and Amindlvi Islands) 


1. The Chairman, Marine Produ- Ex-officio 
cts Export Promotion Coun- Chairman 
cil M.G. Road, Ernakulam, 

Cochin 

2. The Director, Central Insti- Ex-offkio 

tute of Fisheries Techno- 
logy, Ernakulam, Cochin. 

3- The Director of Fisheries, Ex-officio 
Government of Kerala, 

Trivandrum. 

4. The Director of Fisheries , Ex-officio 

Govrenment of Mysore, 

Bangalore 

5. The President/ Vice President, 

Sea Food Exporters Asso- 
ciation of India, Thoppum- 
pady. Cochin. 

6. Shri M. Mukundan Unni, 

Managing Director, Kerala 
Fisheries Corporation Limi- 
ted, Shanmugham Road, 

Ernakulam, Cochin 

7. Shri R- Madhavan Nayar, 

Cochin Company Pvt. Ltd., 

Cochin. 


8. Shri M. Dcvidas menon. 

Director, Indo-Norwegian 
Project, Cochin 1 

9. The Deputy Chief Executive Ex-officio 

Export Inspection Agency, Convener 
Manohar Building, gM.G. 

Road, Cochin 


2. Export Bombay Region Covering the States of Maha- 
Inspecrion rashtra, Gujarat and the Union Territories 
Agency— of Goa, Daman, Diu, Dadra and 

Bombay NagarHaveli 

1. The Joint Director, Export Ex-offido 

Promotion, Office of the Chairman 
J.C.C.I.&., Bombay New 
Marine Lines, C.G O. 

Building, Bombay 

2. The Director of Fisheries Ex-officio 

Govt. of Maharashtra, 

Taraporawa[a Acouarium, 

Netaji Subha s Road, Bombay 



Sec, 3 (H)] THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: FEBRUARY 26 , 1972 /PHALGUNA 7 , 1893 925 



3. The Director of Fisheries, Ex-officio 
Govt, of Goa, Daman & Din 

Panjim, Goa. 

4. The Officer-in-Charge, Re- Ex-officio 

gional Office of the Central 
Institute of Fisheries 
Technology, Sassoon Do- 
cks, Colaba, Bombay 

5. The Administrator, Mahara- Ex-officio 

shtra Rajya Machimar 
Sflhakari Sanpha Limited, 

3, Mahatma Phule F ish 
Market, Bombay. 

6. The Director, Haffkine 

Institute, old Government 
House, Bombay-12. 

7. The Deputy Chief Executive, Ex-officio 

Export Inspection Agency- Convener 
Bombay, Amar Chambers 
(4th floor) 113, M.Karvc 
Road, Bombay-4. 


3. Export Madras Region (Covering theof Andhra States 
Inspection Pradesh and Tamilnadu and the Union 
Agency — Territory of Pondicherry ) 

Madras 

X. The Director of Fisheries, Ex-officio 
Government of Tamilnadu, Chairman 
Administrative Office 

Building, Madras. 


2* The Director of Fisheries, Ex-officio 
Government of Andhra 
Pradesh, Hyderabad 


3. The Deputy Director (Export Ex-officio 

Promotion), Office of the 
J.C.C.I. & E., Madras. 

4. The Senior Marketing officer, Ex-officio 

Directorate of Marketing 
and Inspection, Southern 
Region, Sastri Bhavan, 

Madras. 


5. Shri Y.M. Elias, Indo- 

Marine Agencies (Tamil- 
nadu), Madras. 

6. The Deputy Director, Export Ex-officio 

Inspection Agency-Madras, 

123 Mount Road, Madras-6 Convener 


4. Export Calcutta Region ( Covering the States of Assam,, 
Inspection Bihar, Orissa, West Bengal, Meghalaya and Naga- 
Agcncy- land and the Union Territories of Man' pur and 
Calcutta. Tripura, the Andaman and Nicobar Islands & 

and Part-B Tribal area in the State of Assam, 

x. Dr. A. N. Bose, Professor, Food Chairman 
Technology, Jadabpur Uni- 
versity, Calcutta. 

2. The Director of Fisheries, 

Government of West Bengal, 

Calcutta. Ex-officio 

3. The Director of Fisheries , 

Government of Orissa, Bhuba- 
neshwar Ex-o fficio 

4. The Director, Central Inland 
Fisheries Research Station , 

Barrackhore, 24-Parganas. . Ex-officio 

5. Shri G.R. Kassamali, P. O. 

Box 11229, Calcutta. 


6. The Deputy Director, Export 
Inspection Agcncy-Calcutta - 
World Trade Centre, 14/1B 
Ezra Street, ( 8th floor) Cal- 
cutta. .... Ex-officio 

Convener 

Export In- Delhi Region ( Covering the States of Uttar 
jpection Pradesh, Rajasthan Punjab, Haryana, 

Agency- Jammu & Kashmir, Madhya Pradesh and 

Delhi. Union Territories of Delhi, Chandigarh, and 

Himachal Pradesh) 

1. The Deputy Commissioner 
(Fisheries Research ), Indian 
Council of Agricultural Research, 

Krishi Bliavan, New Delhi. Ex-officio 

Chairman 

2. The Director of Fisheries , 

Government of Punjab, Chandi- 

garll. .... Ex-Officio. 

3. Shri M. K. B. Bhatnagar, 

Deputy Director (Export Pro- 
motion, ), Ministry of Foreign 
Trade, Government of India, 

Udyog Bliavan , New Delhi. 

4. The Deputy Director, Export 
Inspection Agcncy-Dclhi, 6- 
B/9 , Northern Extension Area, 

Rajinder Nagar, New Delhi. . Ex-officio 

2. The quorum of the panel shall be three. 

(No. 60 (46)/Exp. Insp. /68) 

M.K. B. Bhatnagar, 
Deputy Director (Export Promotion) 

ffifffHTt, 19ffiHtft, 1972 

TTo ?TTo 695. — ffrflT RWeft % STCftftTeT T 55 R"RT 
(faff SET) ftFHT, 1 971 % fflTUT 8 % SFJfRH t, 

4t=t ft flf ETTvft % PfpPfl ( 2 ) t SXjftpTtff 

ffit, fiTTfl ( 1 ) it THTlft if TfeHfNfT 

frfriFfl % srfr tyt ffrirf % sfjr 

^rftvff nt % 4 th % ht Jr 

<Tri^n:r ftpjFT HHft ft : — 

H ■t’N, vIH ' 3 TT 4 H vff 4 H f 4 pft 4 flvT TT ^t^ PTHT fffift 
h 4 ih Tft fTTr-TTg; 5 r sq-facFTT hi it ft, ft 
HftH it 44 fcr TFTTTfftff if Tf NET ffift §TflT | 

HTTEtt 

Tf TTfTTTft 5l4tH fflt gTHlf TT ?f|T fVspTjff 
ffffl- % 4 Ter TiT THT TT% SXffflrT fHJT 
% TfcT HfltH ffteft | I 
SFftH fVt f, | 


1 


2 


ffitHtT (fH’Ht %U*T, tf^T wrvq-?TlT 
6TH TjfNT’TH, TTTTftT, fafTrVr sftT SpftHftft iftT-*njf 
nWtr ht Rfwrfrrr §) 
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1. srsrffT, r^tY hrer fRH?H 
RRER TfUT^, ttR° sffo 

TTY HR?YHE, RlNlH q?.l R^W 

2 . fR^RY, t^SYR RTF (St 
sftTfrftm ROTR, RET- 

f HR, yY^R EtR 

3- HVR tfE YT fRtWY, YrGT 

rtytt, fVttfR eYr 

4. RYE HE YT fR^YY, 4 r7 

HTYTT, eVrTT tYe 

5. RSEH/HETCRST, rY-T? 
rTTfRtJ 'T rrRtfRIpIR RTF 
^YET, *rY^H«4V, qr>fR 

6. HT iTHo EYRE ERr, 

EEH fYYvp-F, % T H ftivf- 
tYr YYEfYSTE fHfRJT, 
ye^ee; tYt, YRffHR, 

Y>ftR i 

7. «fV RTTo RTSHTR RTET, 

TrMR YRRV Er?t? 

yYeYr 

8. «fr ER° YETETR ERR, 
fRtYY, yElY-ErtfYEE 
srYtiR, YTtPE 

9. RHJflE YIREETY, fRETE 
fRltHY yFRYEY, RRTET 

fqf?TR, REo gfro tYy, ERE 
YFfTE RrYry 

2. fREpR RRf 5Tf (fERR EfYTrcj, iJETTE TIER 

fETlETY RtT rYeI, RRY, RTE, TRTT rYt RIET 

YfEYTY- fit 'ft YT er TjEir HE RfiRfHR £) 

1 . ERIE FrEYT, pREfE 
REER RTRrfT yYt pREfE 
Y TREE iJER fREET YT 
RTPT?HR, ^ Jrf’R HTTE 
t^TTE RTYTT YTRfWE REE, 

*jERf I TEE HSR&f 

2. RTF HE YT PeERY, RfR- 

rey p-, ettYeYtetet 
R'ltfUTR, R’TTjfr f|RTR 
tYe, I TEE 


3. rYe HE YT fFT^RIRP, rYeT, 

ERE yYt eYe RTYTT, 

4 ,j i rPet t^e 

4. rtt-rtsty nfimfr, 4 Fe- 

Ht ePyYPeeY % Ye/TR 

R'ETE YT ettYE YTEp-TE, 

RT[E ETY, TjTfTET, £ I ntt 

5- EYfRY, R(?RT5J TPE, 

R^RTT RflY'rfT RE 

fRfRRR, 3, RfRcRT TFT 
PYY RTYR, JjrRt | eYe 

6. PeYyY, pTyPyE $HPV- 

RtR? EEtER ^THR, 

JJRf-12 

7. HRJJRR YTlfrTTHY, pEE?R 
PEGHY RfHRTH-iJFHf 
RRR t«TR (tW RfRH ) 

113, RRo «FR TtT, 

^ht£- 4 ^fRRRtHR 

3. fRRTR RJTR 5TH (fRRt RRH RRR, 

RfRH RTR G^R RTT RtPsH^t 
HfWRR- Tf RR TIRR tjTT R^RflTR ^ ) 

RJIR 

1. rYr Hr rt fRtRY r(rr 
RTf RTYrT, RJIr'TfRT RTTfHR 
RRR, R5TR I qt 1 ! 

2. RTR fRR qR fRtTfPF, RFH 

R?R RTRTT, iTTrRTR R^r] 

3. HTfRRRH, (fRR?RRRRR) 

RTRRT RV fRT?R % RIJRR 
JJW fRtRT TT RTRfa-R, 

RJTR 4RR 

4. ^5 fRTHR RfgTFnft 
fRTRR RYT fRdiTT RTT 
fRtHTRR, RTRRR fTRR, 

RHRT HHR, RJTR tYt 

5. RTfo <^Ro #TRTR' 
ttt-tfTRC^lft'R (RfRH 
RTf) RRTR I 

e. r mPr^ir; 

fRRfRftTtSTR RfRTTR- 

RJTR 1 123 RTHR ttT 

RSTR —6. itR RttapT 
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1 


2 


2 


4 . frorfcr 

tlfWOT 

c M c rrii 


«t$i+v1l 8TO (frrTOT STTOT, 
f^R, RRTTO 

■HNMM *lY< diRi^s % 

TFR tin toHtR Elk fTOjRT, 
TOSTOR wk fTOfkTTR 
TOR? ^tVt; 5TTOT 7J73T ^ ?TTR- 
3T ^ Vlfrf4(f^ 5TO dft-H- 


t) 

1. 3To tTo trq-o stfT, ETTReJ, 

srro skrtfroRt, to^t- 

I, WOT I 


2 . *fk war tt fatln ir. , Ekr- 

rfV sf^TET tK+K, ti 'id' Till 


3. TpUT WIT a FT faklTO, TOftTO 
TOCFR, *pTkRR | 

4, fHTTT, WTOTsfl'l 

rEt ero efjtotet totot, 
t%3T, 24 TUFTT I 

5. *sfV '5ft c' lfR,o TRTOr Efzft, 
TkS fflff 1 1229, 

'6H 4iti I I 


ETTOM 

HR1 

TTOT 

T^T 

'RT 


6. TOtfakFR, 

frorkfrodm wfwrw- 

FTOTOTT d ^ f^T TfeT 
14/l ^*3RTFfte ( 8*ff 
TTfRET) V'JlT'dl I Rkf TOftTOR 


5 . f^nrffrPr- R<wTl (3?r (farot rtk st%?r, 

fkEfTO 4rfa- TTOTOFT, 'RR, ^fTTFlT, 

TTW-fT^ft TOHJ-FTOk, TOTOlkT % 

tfr wk fr^fr, R#k;j 
srk f?HNM srkr % kr 
ci ,j m nr^Hicf i) 

1. -JW+d (ifk #T *FJ- 
TOTR) FRflk «FT- 
TO3FT lfTOTO,Srfa W, 

di ftrot 1 Tk EfEzrer 

2. *ftff TOJT FT f*lkR>, h^iR 

tow it, sRiks 1 skr 

3. lift tjTTo $0 gffo TTTOEK, 

T9 fdkTF (fdzrfd TITOT ) 
fakt TOTTTT HdTTOT , TTPOT 
TOR, TRET FTOT, e£ 

frror 1 


4. T RPdk l F , ikr 

fkfcfkkn’T Erf^rTOR, 

6-^/9 rt£t 
ITRR fTOT tzfkrT, Tl% 

TOTT, Rt ferot I 


2 . fcra Ft rtoj^t ?fkr tkfr 1 

[Ro flo(46)/fco PTo/68] 

TRo %o ^Vo VJTOTPTT, 
FlfdlUIT, fTOTfa TOTtR I 


Cardamom Control 
New Delhi, the 2nd February 1972 

S.O. 696. — In exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (a) of sub-section (3) of section 4 of the 
Cardamom Act, 1963 (42 of 1965), and in supersession 
of the notification of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Fireign Trade No. S.O. 3832, dated the 9th 
November, 1970, the Central Government hereby ap- 
points Shrl T. V. Swaminathan, I.A.S., as Chairman of 
the Cardamom Board with effect from the 20th July, 


[No. F. 26(69) Plant (B)/69.] 
N, N. MALI IAN , 

Dy. Director. 




fit f<?TOt, 2 RTOkt, 1972 

qHo^o696.-^ZT^ElMRTOr, 1965(1905 FT 42) 
Ft STITT 4 Rpf TWIT ( 3)%[F^(F)T^ FfRRl FT TOlk 
TOM TOTT RTTO TOR % Pr^T WTTSTT TOT, TOT ift ETftJ- 
^TOTT To FTo Too 3 S3 2, f^TOTO 9 TOTRT, 1970 
^PT ErftTO'R'R RRti f^r, kffk d t+TR isf) z\o zfto UTpfl- 
RTOR RTTOk STTORTfRRT TRTT, 20 1971 ^ 

^TORTOt RtT % ETCTW % FT R RRRTTRT fRRR^ft RRffi ^ I 


[Ro m6026 (69) TOR (*fto) /G9) 


IT^o IT^o Rc^iT, 

TOT-ftkEF I 
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(Office of the Jt. Chief Controller of Imports and 
Exports) 

(Central Licensing: Area) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 3rd June 1971 

8.0. 697. — M/s, Nannu Mai Shyam Sunder Katra 
Ishwar Bhawan, Delhi-6 were granted permit No, 
PI/E/0196960 dated 31st January 1971 valued Rs, 85,029 
for import of dry Fruits from Afghanistan under the 
Indo-Afghan Trade Agreement 1970-71. They have 
applied for the duplicate copy of Exchange Control 
copy of the said permit on the ground that the original 
copy has been lost /misplaced after having been regis- 
tered with Ferozepore Custom House and utilized fully. 

In support of their declaration, the party has filed an 
Affidavit duly attested by Notary public stating that 
Exchange Control copy of the said permit has been 
lost/misplaced. 

I am satisfied that Exchange Control copy of permit 
No. P/E 0196850 dated 30th January 1971 has been 
lost /misplaced and direct that duplicate copy of Ex- 
change Control copy of the same may be issued to the 
applicant. 

The original Exchange Control Purpose copy of the 
permit is hereby cancelled. 

[No. 21(a)IV/N-2/(8)/A.J.-71/Indo-Afghan/CLA.] 

M. G. GOMBER, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports. 
for Jt. Chief Controller of Imports and Exports. 

riijw fTTm, «?rr «rrttrfar 

n^rr 

f<c"-fr, '3 3j*T, 1971 
Wlo 6 9 7. — nf ’-ft T^TT ifTTT q-TT, 
ttt, fcpfi-e Tt tht-witt 9TFIT7 sttwtt 
i 970-7 1 % «r?cRf?r TWffcnr $ Ttfr % nm % 
fatr 85,029 ^ n TffTT T^ T>/f 0 196950, 

fTTt47 3 0-1-7 TTTT frn TTT T T I n^Pt TTT Ti-fr? tfl 
’JiTt faffJTT fTTTT STfcT 4rt TT/tIt % $T iTOR qr 
ttttt fan | srfr faftnjr Ttn?t;?’r tttttt *f 

TTtfT fRlT % TT? sffk JJTT TTT J-Jh'th 4RT % TTT W'f 

T$ f / TTTTnT hi I 

TtW jfe T >TTTf T qT rtf) % 

TTT TfVrpr qfi jpr fTf-rTT fTTSTT srfr fjt TT £ /TTqTTPJ 

5t Tf Tteft Tferr aro fofsrTT nerrfarT ^ wt-tw 

TTfirr f^n f i 

t i fr 'ttFrt trtt i\/i/oi969So, fartT 

30-1-7 1 -e) JJ2T fafwm fnf<rT srfr sft Tf f/TTrmr 
3t t£ | wk tar g % tittr n Tar ttxm fawn- 
Rfr oft *r^fafr stttV oft nn i 

TTfTT oft TO T3T frfTTT frTTT TFT nTTJPT tit 

oft opft i i 

[TWt2/(q)/4/tTT°-2/( 8)/™ 7 l/^VTTTH/ 

TtoTTffOITo] 
ITT c5fto Tifs)T, 

TT T6T foTOT 
WJ TT0T TW faTTF, TfTiT fTTfa I 


[Office of the Asstt, Iron and Steel Controller, 
Faridabad (Haryana)] 

CANCELLATION ORDERS 
Faridabad, the 6th July 1971 

S.O. 698, — M/s. Killick Slotted Angles Ltd., Killick 
House, Home Street, Bombay were granted import li- 
cence No. P/D, 8541736/R/ML/37/D/29-8U/ML1, dated 
7th December 1970 for Rs. 4,64,000 under U.K./India 
Maintenance Loan 1969 for April- — March 1 99 0 period. 
They have applied for duplicate copy of the Custom 
Purpose Copy and Exchange Comrol Copy of tins 
licence on the ground that the original Custom Purpose 
copy and Exchange Control Copy of this licence have 
been lost. It is, further stated that the original licence 
was not registered with any customs authority and n-. 
utilised at all. 

In support of this contention, the applicant has filed an 
affidavit. 1 am satisfied that the original Custom 
Purpose Copy nad Exchange Control Copy of licence 
No. P/D|/8541736/R/ML/37/D/29-30/MLI dated 7th, 
December 1970 has been lost and direct that the dupli- 
cate licence (Custom Purposes Copy and Exchange 
Control Copy) should be issued to the applicant. The 
original Custom Purpose Copy and Exchange Control 
Copy of licence are cancelled. 

[No. LC-l/1414/Am-7Q/HME.] 

TJTTTfr fTTW vTljjT (TTT JPTRT *ffT (fTTtPTT 

t fr(tTTTR', 6 1971 

IJT° 69 8.— — T^ft Phfcrel«t> ed i Ted' t^TcT f5To 

foPtfRi fj'TTT, ftT TTTt T1 nkt-TTT, 1970 TTpR 
% ^ ijo %»/ TTTT 1969 % 

4,64,000 W^f^TTTTT dT^TT To <ft/€t/8541 73 6/ 
TTT/'lTT l^T/37/^t/29-30/i^T t^ff-l 7-12-70 

TTR fan TTT TT I T|fT JI^T TIW ^ T^frfT iflTT 

^ w} TTat Tk i^t frfwT srftrt % frtr ^t stirk 
it wtrr fw ^ fr Ttn %it Trsrt *fk 
frfdTT fdTTT RffiTT Wt hf | I TPt TTTTT TTT | 
% IJT TT?TT Tt iftTl snfsWKt % TTT TJfl$T 
T^l Pti9l ‘191 TT m 1<TT TT TT^Ttr T^f PpTT TTT TTI 

$T (PP TT^T t StT^W ^ TTT TO TlPsIT f%TT 
| I ?r^TTT^ ^ TTT(tT To ift/«t/8541736/ 
TK/lTT ITT/37 ^t/29-30/qT I[T-1 fTTlTJ 7-12-70 
TftTT JJ6T7 ipl4 TT«ft Tk JJST frfTTT fTTWT 
Tfrrt «r> Tf | Ttf; frrsT g f«6 ’Ft T^frfr 
TT^^T (TtTT Tjtf TTSft 5jki krfTTT fTTcTT 
Tfdrt) TTTt fTTT TTTT nf^ I TT5TT 4ft Ttn 
T>r4 TTtlt Ttc IJ3T ftfTTT fTTdT wfuai 4?t mft^l 
[TSn ; TT° ?fto-l/i4i4/iTo(^o-7o/lTTei^o£o] 
Faridabad, the 17 th September 1971 

S.O. 699. — M/s. Hindustan Steel Limited, 2, Fairlie 
Place, Calcutta were granted import licences number- 
ing 8653158, 8653159 and 8663160 all dated 11th June 
1971 for values Rs. 1,66,00 (UK), 83,000 (GCA) and 
83,000 (RPA) respectively for the period April 1970/ 
March 1971 with Port of Registration as Bombay being 
endorsed thereon, These licences were issued for the 
import of Prime High Carbon (containing not less than 
0.4 per cent carbon] Steel Wire Roes. 
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Above licences have been lost/misplaced in transit 
and there is an apprehension about their mis-use by 
un-authorised persons, I direct that these licences 
should be treated as cancelled and in-operative. 

[No. P, /91/AM 71/NU /AU ELECT/PN-140/AISCD.] 

M, G. GOMRER, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports 


fhihthth, 17 fHTHHT, 1971 

t[Ho tfto 699. — H&fT kin f^To, 2, 

FHUff r%H, ttrRTFHT FT H^T 7 0 /hT^ 7 1 UHftI % fHH, 
WTHTH HT^H HHHTE 8553158, 8553159, 8553160 
HHFrfHH+F 11—6—71 FHHR 1,66,000 H° (H° F^), 
83,000 Ho (hTHRH TJ*T STH) Hk 83,000 uk (heft 
HHclTH TJHHf % fHE TFT HT kftFUT FT FTTH HFHf 
<JG5tFH % HTH FTTH far* HTT # I ?T HTkfH FTaH ?lf HHHH 

ft#h Ft htht o. 4 srfkiH Jr fh h ft) hhfet hth 
©Ft %■ (ho, h i ft Pr 1 j|o *r i 

■trIft niktH rfT ti ur fu/wxrur i\ he | nk 
HHrfSTiTH ukTFHtXTXT HHFT fHHHtH TUT H?f HTWT | 1 
if fdTH ^dl ^ f% ^ l 1 1 ^d TT Tt; Pf 0 Ht[ X FH?t Hiy, I 

[wn "ft/91/iro mrc 71/tTRo Ho/tjo ^/iw/ 
'ft o EHo-140/tTo ?nfo rrrfo *ftc tffo)] 

qtTo afto FtTHX, 

hx h[hf fkraF, srpncr-furk i 


(Office of the Dy. Asstt. Iron and Steel Controller) 

ORDER 

Madras, the 31st July 1971 

Sub. — Cancellation of Customs Purposes copy of 
import licence No. P/S/853928/C/XX/38/M/ 
29-30-19/459 dated 18th January, 1971, for B.P. 
Sheets below 5 mm. in thickness (hot and cold 
rolled) including wide strips in coils for a value 
of R». 4,200 issued in favour of M/s. Andhra 
Iron Brass and Copper Mfg. Works Onaole, 
A.P. 

S.O. 700. — M/s. Andhra Iron Brass and Copper Mfg. 
Works. Banrilamitta, Ongole, Andhra Pradesh were 
Issued one licence bearing No. P/S/8539328/C/XX/38/ 
M/29-30/ 19/459, dated 18th January, 1971, for the 
period April, 1969 — March. 1969 for import of B. P. 
Sheets below 5 mm. in thickness hot and cold rolled 
Including wide strips In colls for the end-use Barn 
Chimveys trunks excluding drums barrels and furniture 
as per 69-70 policy for a value of Rs. 4.200. The Arm 
has applied for a duplicate copy of Customs Purposes 
copy of the licence (n question on the ground that, origi- 
nal Customs Clearance Purposes copy has been lost. 
In support of this contention they have filed an affida- 
vit to the ellect that the said Customs Clearance Pur- 
poses copy has been lost without having been registered 
with any Customs authority and utilised at all. 

I am satisfied that the Custom copy of the import 
licence has been lost and duplicate of the same be 
Issued to the firm. 


The original Customs copy of the licence Is hereby 
cancelled. 

[No. IMP/SM/29-30/L-1II/459.] 

TI H^RTF faRTf HTt^T HHT XHUH FT FtHfaH 

snkT 

HiTrH, 31 SjETlf 1971 

pTFI : — rpfsft WPS! STRUTT FTH E*y FTHX UJHXHffH 

HHtfsrFH aTo Ft 5 trt E* r Jr fh H krf Huff 

HfoHto (T|R<JiHFks xk?) PffiT R 
fT FTTH fjHXT Ht WTfHH | % HTHTH % 
4,200 Ho % faq; srrff Pfit hr whet 

Hiskr Ho RT/RR/ 85 39 3 2 s/fTt/oW EHt/ 

3 s/i^T / 29-30/19/ 459 fTHtF 18-1-1971 

Ft HtFT HJHF FT# HHsft 9% Ft FHHT I 

t^Ro Hfo 70 0-— HHHtsfRSTHrHXH VTH FTFT 
FfHUTFxHFHf kHHTfHHT’ HtTkff, HUETHo F>(t9-70 
HtPT % HfRTX hJh 69/HT# 6 9 HHfa % ffp? *TT«f tkwfX 
$FF PffH fF HUT FHT fivfNx HTfHW | if STpHH THTH if 
¥T(H HTH 1 5 t£H o HH° Hkk Jf FH ^Vo 'fto wfTH tJTT HHT 
F>HT HTHF fFH if YfT VnfHHf | % HTHRT % f^TT 

4,200 Ho FT HRTRT Ho 'ff/tTR/85 39328/JfV/ 

I^TH (TFH/3 8/(TH/29-3 0'/l9/4 59 1 fHHTF 18-1-71 
HTCf fFHT HHT HI I Rjf fFTHTHTH HT^r'H Ft W^Tf'T 
TftHT OJoF FRf HHtff Hfd F fHR 7RT HTHTF OX fFHT 

IfFHHTftHT 5J?FFRf HHEffsrfH TJ> Hf|l % 

HHHH Jf (TF WT HH HTflFH fFHT I Hk HHTHT I 
FFT HfHT ?J7F FTH HHlfl kd TftHT HRF FffHFkf % HTH 
H^kcT FHRr fkTT^tHk HHHtH fFTT fHHT Tjf Hf ^ I 

Jf ?hJ( H^T g fF HT?ffH Ff HfHT FRF FTH HHtff Hf?T 
H[T h| I nk FH FT HHt Ft HHfHfH STftT HRfT Ft HTHt 
HTf^ | 

HT??H Ft HHf HfHT W-F FlH HFHT SlffT RRHSUT Tf 

f( Ffifr 1 1 

[Ho Hlf 0 TJH a HT/lTHo ^ 0 / 29 - 30 /^^- 3 / 459 ] 

Madras, the 21st August 1971 
Subject. — Cancellation of original Release Order Nd. 

P/S/R/JW/921039/27-28 dated 22 nd March, 
1971 for Stainless Steel Sheets/Strips 0.5 mm 
and thinner exchidlng Heat Resisting Type 
for a value of Rs. 9,900 issued in favour of 
M/s. Agrico Industries, D-2, Unit, Industrial 
Estate, Patancheru, Andhra Pradesh. 

S.O. 701. — M/s. Agrico Industries, D-2, Unit, Indus- 
trial Estate, Patancheru, Andhra Pradesh were Issued 
one Release Order bearing No, P/S/Ri/M/921039/27-28 
dated 22nd March 1971 for the period April 68/March 
69 for allotment of Stainless Steel Sheets/Strips 0.5 mm 
and thinner excluding Heat Resisting Type for the end 
products Hospital Equipments Anaesthesia Trolley as 
per 68-69 policy for a value of Rs. 9,900. The firm ap-. 
plied for a duplicate copy of the Release Order in 
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question on the ground that the original copy has been 
lost. In support of this contention they have filed an 
Affidavit to the effect that the said Release Order copy 
lias been lost without having been registered with the 
Minerals and Metals Trading Corporation authority and 
not utilised at all. 

I am satisfied that the original Rlease Order has been 
lost and duplicate of the same be issued to the firm. 

The original Release Order Is hereby cancelled. 

[No, IMP /SM/L.III/387 /S8-69. ] 
M. VIRARAGHAVAN, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Import and Exports, 
RSTR, 21 WtT, 1971 
faRR : RTtft irflPFt »t,- 2, ijfX 

RRTE TRR%¥ RRW TRR 0 . 5 (rq- sfhc 
TRlf TTRl RfaTlff *RTTcT hXr Fm 

Jr rm FrXf) f%Gi rtFrr d^f % fair 

9900/- WT %• ftrtr tjrr^ finr Rit IJR fQflf 

sriiw rXt : ^/itr/rtt < 7 ^/ 921039 / 

27-28, fXX 22-3-71 Tit TTdT I 
7oi. — RR«?f rrftrrt g^X, tffo-2, 
tUsF^TR CTRtT, 'TddX, RUST TTtrr apt RRR, 68/duf 
69 trrftr %f?RT 68-6 9 drV dffr ttctt ir Fftrit % 
r^rit sifFrrtr WR? rttrtr rtrr 
juft % Frit 0 , 5 itr <tr tfk t?tr> srfXKt 

TFTTd R^ff /Fl§X % RTSRd % Frtt fRRifdTT f«R>jr 

Fpfr vrrfRR Xf if, 9,900 t 0 drr m Fxn£ ?rrX to 

'fto fow/witrn/ 921039/27-28, fmnfr 22-3-71 RT^ 
fcJTT rrt rt 1 X d fXRTsrX rirw X 

mfdfT srfcT % Ftr tmur tt rtXr Fmr tri 
| fa jjt Rfd sff df $ 1 X % rrX Jr 
X RdTd grr ^ vm TR ^rfXvT f%TT | Ffr RTR 
f^rf rtX uFdR rri unj smrr Frtr sTrffer^mfr 
% TUT fddl TTRTT tX FddT RTRtd Fw 

<jf RRT f 1 

Jr ?RR ddc? g far *jr FrX rtX r> rrt f qfa 
X spr Tm'r sfjFrFt tFt srrft tSt rrV ^r% 1 
V Rittr tT^jrG 7 ^ Fttrt rett f 1 

[d STtf °tnrf ocfy o/iTTfo it if o ^(7^-0 — 3/387/ 68— 69 J 

t{R° RfaTTrRdd, 

R9-RTR FdRRV, RTRRT-fdRfd I 

(Office of the Jl. Chief Controller of Imports and 
Exports) 

ORDER 

Madras, the 30 th August 1071 
Subject, — Cancellation of licence No. P/S / 1688252 
dated 21st September 1970, 

S.O. 702 — M/s. Anil Fireworks Factory Pallapattl, 
was issued a licence bearing No, P/S/1608252 dated 
21st September 1970 for the period April /March 1968 
for import of Gum Arabic and Coloured Newsprint 
for Hs. 77871. The firm have applied for duplicate 
Customs Copy of the above licence on the ground that 
the original has been misplaced after having been 
registered with Bombay Customs authority and party 
utilised upto the extent of Rs. 60435 leaving a balance 
of Rs, 17436, In support of this contention, they have 
filed an affidavit, 


I am satisfied that the original licence (Customs 
Copy) has been misplaced and duplicate of the same 
be issued to the firm. 

The original licence in question (Customs Copy) is 
hereby cancelled. 

[No. P. 36/06/AM.68(/SSI. (II) .) 

M. VIRARAGHAVAN, 
Deputy Controler of Imports Si Exports 

for Jt. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports. 

RJJW RSR faq**, <HRT«- r Rlrfff VT WTrXr 

sti^st 

RTTR 30 SNTFR, 1971 

f<m; — *n#r(f« tV/tr/i 668252 , fXX 21 - 9-70 
T?T TUTT 1 

l£Ro o702 . — s x \ wfmr TTIRT Tnf 
Mrirfl Tfl spt rX-RTT 1 96 8 tTdfk % %r» tfTfifi: iff? 
iqk TIRTT RiTRTfV TTfRU % STTRId % FRIT 77871 RT^,- 
TT RTW RT?RR Ro tV/rr/ 166 82 52 f«rdt»|T 21-9-70 
XTT TTT RT I T,i\ T ?tf RTC#R spjfMr 
(ftrR-R?TI Rt 4 Rdtfl vfrT % fm 5 R STTRK TT RtXt fdTTT 
% Ft rr tFt RTdf rIpt-vut: TTfiT'Vpfl %■ ttr TJfXR 

TTTI^ RR1-17436 TSTTt RpA RT TT 60435-^ RR 
RT RtFRT 1PT R RTTlR tX % T7RTTT RfRIdTR ^*1 df I 
tr X % rWr ir Xtr tTqr wr-Tii ttFsr fXrr f 

if trX f Ffi *i[R RTTRR (RfRT-RcRT 5)fR 

SURFUR RRT ^ «rk RTR5TT Rft R?fr T?f tnp R^FrFt 
S lfrf rKY T?f R-fifT RTF^V I 

fdnamX ruRr (iffRr-RvT tFr) x% 

f%RT RTRT ^ I 

[R5RT : Tfv 36/66/^° ITR° 68/T[RvRRoRTf v-2) 

ITRo RKT7TRRR, 

m-R^R fdRRT, rirtr-Ftr’ir, 

o 

fTR RR-TfT RSR FTIRT, RTRTR-FTRfR I 

(Office of the Jt. Chief Controller of Imports and 

Exports) 

(C.E.A.) 

ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 6 th June. 1971 

S.O. 703. — M/s. The Bilton Industries (P) Ltd., 4/A, 
Anand Parbat Estate, New Rohtak Road, New Delhi, 
were granted import licence No. P/S/1339131 dated 10th 
February, 1971 for the import of B.P.M.S. Sheets (Hot 
Rolled and Cold Rolled) including Tinmill Black Plate 
Quality in below 5 mm thickness on U.K. for Rs. 21468 
(Be. Twenty one thousand four hundred and sixty eight 
only). They have applied for the issue of duplicate copy 
of the Exchange Control Copy of the licence on the 
ground that the Exchange Control Copy of the licence 
has been misplaced without having been registered 
with any Custom authorities utilised at all and the same 
Is required for remittance of Rs, 21468/* only, the un- 
utilised balance, 
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2. The applicant have filed an affidavit on stamped 
paper in support of their contention as required under 
Para 299(2) read with Appx. 8 of the I.T.C. Hand Book 
of Rules and Procedure, 1970. I am satisfied that the 
original Exchange Control Purposes copy of the licence 
has been misplaced. 

3. In exercise of the powers conferred on me under 
clause 9(cc) Imports (Control) Order, 1955 dated 7th 
December, 1955 as amended upto date, I order cancella- 
tion of Exchange Control Purposes Copy of Licence 
No. P/S/1339131/R/ML/38/D/31-32 dated 10th Feb- 
ruary, 1971. 

4. The applicant’s case will now be considered for 
issue, of a duplicate Exchange Control Purposes copy 
of the said licence in accordance with Para 313(1) & (2) 
of I.T.C. Hand Book of Rules and Procedure, 1970. 

[No. P. P.N/140/70/17 / De] . AM .7 1 / AU.UT. CLA.] 

(*jw Otitjpp, to vnfmn) 

(drifts Iff*) 

<n^r 

fff 6 or '5 1917 

qsoW>7<»3- — facro (srr<>) fire; 

4/^, TOPR TO Xfe, 'if 

ft?# qft r ° %o $o fhrfrpT nfe TOTfJpfr RteT^ 
Jr 5 fR«fffto Jr ?frt sflrfriRffRirftTOr (?r£TFR 5 ftT 
% m*nff% ftrtr 21468/- RqJr (sprAr 

tors RqJf to) totorpt Hr#rr tfmr<ft/qu/ 
1339131,fRfftq> 10-2-71 TOTH fTOTT TOT RT I 1J3T- 
ffffffTOfTOffff 5T% ^R^fJrffffcftrTRRTOmqT RTRRR 
fTOTT $ f% HTRRR TOT-fafTOR fTOTOT fffff torttor 

sft »if| 1 rrto froft 'fftifPrr bjff torWt Jr toPtor 
ff$f gw rt tort wik nfft fsiHfiT r$t ijto rt 

*ftff TOffft TOffff Rffft fffffl HTOPT qft RffTTfor 21468 
p# % sJrr % fJrtjf $ i 

2. wnfaip % TO% TO? % RR«fa R RfRRT 299 ( 2) 

rJt froR R sftr fwf¥ff Rt wt £t tft^R, 1970 to 

TOjRHT-8 % RTR q$, P2TPR far 9T fi[R HffR TO RRT fRRT 
£ I l?' Rgss g f% HTRRR TJRT *£TT fRfffRR fTOTOT fffff 
TORTTOR | I 

3 . RRTRRtfaff tojrr torth ( froror ), sn^rr, 
1955, fRfftR 7-12-1955 R?t RTO 9 (fftRt) % TOdTO 
Rt fffff TOtT wfqffffT TO RTOffT TO! TOR^R TORT <f t/ffR/ 
1339131 /RTT/T[HTfR / 3 8/^t / 31-32, f^GTRF 10-2-71 
nft 1JTT fafTOR fTOTOT Rfff Riffffft fffff Rt RGt 
1*1 'hi^vi ^ffT I 

4. RRT RIBtfR ffd ffffr ^sTT ffffffRR fffRRR 
Rfff RTOffft Rfff Rfitft RRt %■ RTSffR Jf Rl^RR % RTR% 
to from: froR *ftr foRTfVfff Rt snfo £to ifto fiR«p, 

1 9 7 0 R7 f^RTT 3 13(l) (2) %R 5 JRTi:f’PRTRnpTT I 

[RWfr^l^Ro/ 140 / 70 / l7/«Rcrjotrp'o 71/ 


New Delhi, the 20th August 1971 

S.O. 704. — M/s. Prakash Pulverising Mills, Indus- 
trial Area, Alwar (Raj) were granted Import licence 
No. P/S/1694256 dated 7th April 1971 for Endrin and 
Aidring for Rs. 72,794. They have applied for issue of 
duplicate copy of Exchange Control Copy on the ground 
that the original Exchange Control Copy has been lost 
misplaced without having been registered with any 
Custom Authority and without having been utilised at 
all. 

In support of their contention the party have furni- 
shed affidavit to the effect that original Exchange 
Control Copy has been lost/misplaced in terms of para 
313(2) of I.T.C. Hand Book of Rules and Procedure 
1970. I am satisfied that the original Exchange Con- 
trol Copy has been lost/misplaced. 

In exercise of the powers conferred on me under sec- 
tion 9(CC) Import (Control) Order 1955, dated 7th 
December, 1955, I order the Cancellation of Exchange 
Control Copy No. P/S/1694260 dated 7th April 1871. 

The applicant is now being issued a duplicate copy 
of the Exchange Control Copy of this licence In accor- 
dance with the provisions of para 313(4)' of I.T.C. 
Hand Book of Rules and Procedure 1970. 

No. F. IDA-1 /Raj/AM.69/AU.Raj&Adhoc/CLA/135057.] 
fff fcvsft, 2 0WRHT, 1971 


tTRo g(>0 704: — HR ! ‘fr HHTVT HTOTlfRR fHTO, 
trfTTTT -5HTOT (HRo ) uftyd tTfcJR % faff 
7 2,7 94 Rff^ Rff RTHTff RTR^ff Ro 'fto/tTffo/ie 94 256 
fcffPfi 7-4-71 Ffrfff fsFRT ffffT RT I Rq7{«fff 

RlfRR «lft ffffffffff ffffffffff rRff'RH fffff % fffff Iff 
RTHIT qff ffTffdff fqffTT f fap JJR ff JT ffff^ffff fffqRff qfff 
fffdr fqfffV ifPir birr ffrfffArft % hth q^ftyn qmrr fR^r 
-jqffiff qfiffts 1 / <h«tt ffpq fff 1 1 

ffqf % RR<tfff Jr RTRipp ^ RTffTff sjfrqTT ffffftrff 
fffRR HRT qffif fffftr JRPfi 1970 qrfRRT 

313 ( 2 ) Jr R^rfOTff W^RTT fff Rfflff irsp itfTO qff 
RTfgpff fffffl f fV ffntffff qfr^RRIlffffffffRfffRRH 
qfff Rl fff t / RFRIffTR I 1 

RIRTff (fffRRR) Rllw, 195 5 , f^RTR 7 - 12 - 
195 5 qft RTH 9 (tfV ) % RJffftff TOTT 

ffftnpm qrr TO iff to: t ffiRffR Ro fr/ffff / 16 94256 
FtoPP 7 - 4-71 dfr RIT ffffffRff fffffffff fffd TO TOff 
RT ^HT g I 


RTsfRF qil TO, RTffTff Fffffffff fffffff TOT TORffafa 
1 RTR RR, 197 0 qft RfTRT 313 ( 4 )^^ fit 
SRRFRTRt % TORTT RTO HTRffff qft RfffHfq RSTT fMffffff 

Frrrr qfff Rp/r qfr rt | i 


[ Ro?T|^o-frorro i/yp3r/<ToqRo 69/^0 TfiR 

ITOT TT^R/fft'o[Tff' 0 ^o/i 3 5657] 
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New Delhi , the 1th September 1971 

8.0. 705. — M/s. Sohag Blndi House, Halu Bazar, Bhi- 
wani, Haryana were granted Import licence No. P/S/ 
1618535 dated 31st March, 1970, tor Rs. 2,543 tor import 
of C.N. Sheets (ITC Sr, No. 101-d-V) tor AM70 licens- 
ing period. They have applied tor issue of duplicate 
copies of Custom Purposes thereof on the ground that 
original copy has been lost/misplaced without having 
been utilised at all having been registered with Cus- 
tom House, Bombay. 

2. The applicant have filed an affidavit in support of 
their contention as required under para 313(2) of 

I.T.CJ. Hand Book of Rules and Procedure, 1970, I am 
satisfied that the original Custom Purposes copy of the 
licence in question has been lost/misplaced. 

3. In exercise of the powers conferred on me under 
Section 9(cc) Import (Control) Order, 1955 dated 7th 
December, 1935, I order the cancellation of Custom Pur- 
poses copy of licence No. P/S/1618535 dated 31st March, 
1970. 

4. The applicant is now being Issued duplicate copy 
for Custom Purposes of the licence in accordance with 
the provision of para 313(4) of ITC Hand Book of 
Rules and Procedure, 1970. 

[No. F. NP/40/AM7O/AU-HII/CL A/2252.] 
R^FRRvft, 7 FrcERC 1971 

Hflo 70S . — RRNt RT[TR Fwtft 5WTR RET RTRTT 

Fwwft, rFtrtht qrt r^r-rpr, 7 0 rtser wtFh % Frit 
tfV FR tflTR (W$3tRtqrRRo IOI-tV-5) % WRTR % 
Frtt 2, 5 4 3 RTR TT WRTR RTf#R RSRT qt/RE/ 1 6 1 8 5 3 5 ; 
fRRtRT 3 1- 3- 7,0 RftfR FW RRT *JT I RTfRt RtpjW RBpTR 
R?t RVRT-Rpr wcf R«WE> eFr % Frtt yR WRIT TT 

WRRR FqrRT | fV srfrT tftRT-RiFqr RETIRE % qT/r 

Fret q’aftW ttrt qtz Fret RqtftR fqiR ft tat r¥ 1 1 

srq^ Rqf % RWTE R WERE E WRTR bRTTTT FRERW 
FETE ERT qrpffaft^ j&^qr, 19 70 ^ VfTOT 313(2) R 
WtFsTR WTRTT ER RTE RE RlfREr f*FRT f I ff ^ r'rcr 
f Fqr ftwtftE rttre qft Etw~»T?qr rttr reeFt stFr 
n't t / WETEFTft E^ 1 1 


Oxide etc., for AM71 licensing period. They have ap- 
plied for issue of duplicate copy of Exchange Control 
Purposes Copy thereof on the ground that original 
copy has been lost/misplaced without having been 
utilised at all. 

2. The applicant have filed an affidavit in support of 
their contention as required under para 313(2) of 
I.T.C. Hand Book of Rules and Procedure, 1970. I am 
satisfied that the original Exchange Control Purposes 
Copy of the licence in question has been lost/misplaced. 

3. In exercise of the powers conferred on me under 
Section 9 (cc) Import (Control) Order. 1955 dated 7th 
December, 1965, I order the cancellation of Exchange 
Control Copy of Licence No. P/S/ 1694948 dated 24th 
April, 1971. 

4. The applicant Is now being issued duplicate copy 
for Exchange Control Purposes Copy of the licence In 
accordance with the provision of para 313(4) of ITC 
Hand Book of Rules and Procedure. 1970, 

[No. F. P/T-3/AM71/AU-HH/CLA/270O.] 

D. S. MORKRIMA, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Itrmorts & Exports, 
for Jt. Chief Controller of Imports and Exports, 

fRRfar 6-10-1971 

t[Ro «fto 7 o 6 — RT “ft Efaft, R97 sft/3 6, S^FfERR (fir 
RTRtRR RRTT TtR, q>ftaTRTR tft wflT-Rrrtf, 1971 
wtFet % far qrpfR <fto qfto wwrr wFe 
% WRTR % 1^63, 36 0 Ro W WRTR RTRR'R Ro 
1 694R48 fRRtqf 24-4-71 pfftFPT FqTRT RRT <H I R*ftt 
RTREE RT^R qrt NR%fq- R5T FeFeWT f^RRH tFt % fHtr 

tr writ qT were fqtRT fV rttr'r qfV FeTee® 

FrEET EFt "FT FeET f® tft ETRtE FEE tfV RTt E# £ /WET- 
EFT ft E$$ • 

WT^ R’tf % EE*f R it WRTR 8RT9TT fRRRR fERR R*JT 

qrrRfRfR, 1970 q?t qrfRqrr 313(2) it RtfwR 

RRRP: RT RTE RE ETFrR FEET £ I JtfR^'R^BRffqrf^RRT 
RfR RTfRR qft T[R RTT pRfRRR fRRRR tRI Rf ^/qTRT- 
RPT ft Rt | I 


RTRTR (fRRRR) RTtw, 1 9 55 PTRY 7-12-19 55 
qft RITT 9 (?ft n't) % WRrfR 5TRTT SrfRqRTl qrt STRTR RtR 
RT? , TRRo'ft/'TR/l618535 ) fRRtqtfqRpR 3i- 3 - ( g7 0 
qrt rflRr-sj-q; qrrq 1 RRsft qfR qrt Tf qryR qn Tri f i 

W^Tqr qrt WR WRTR SRIRTT fdRRR fRRR RE(y qrpf- 
PtFr, fR^qr, 1 9 70 qft qrfRqrr 3 1 3 ( 4) if *t Rf 5RRFWW 
^ S^RTT RT1[R R qfl NR/Rfq- ?ftRT-R?qr r:TR-rr'r[ 
qft wr^t| i 


l R'o t[R0 ^t/46/troirr Tc ,_7 0 ^ o R o-l^Ro CTR 0 /^ 0 
New Delhi, the 6th October 1971 

- TocW. FB/30, Industrial-Cum-Hot 

mg Estate, Mathura Road, Faridabad were grant 

or% r s fi?3eO f 0 ' P/S/ 1694948 dated 24th Aprif^O 
for Rs, 63,360 for import of Carbon Black, p, G. R 


WRTR (fRRRW) W^?r, 1955 f^RTR! 7-12-1955, 
qft RRT 9 (Rt Rt) % WRtfR RRTT RfarqrKf RR RRtR qrr 
ft RT^^R Ro 'ft/TTR/1694 948 fRRtqr 24-4-1971 qft 
jptf fRftpTR fRRRR rFr qrt Tf qrrR qn w^qr ^rt jj i 

W^^RT qrt RR WRTR WIRTT FrR^R FrRR RRT RTt- 

FrFr, S^ qr, i97oq?t^F7qrr 313(4) if ^ft r^ wpTpqTRf 
% RRRTT RIT?R qft R^fRfR R^ST f^fRRR FTRWq RfR qfpft 
qft RT T^t | I 

[R'oTfto Eto-s/^'^TR 0 7I />° R°-TR°R : R/R f t o RR 0 'I»] 

TTRo RtrqJtRT, 
R<T RRR fRRRqr, WRTR-fRRtR 
|rR TtRRR |R.RR fRRRqr, WRTR FrR?R 
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(Office of the Jt. Chief Controller of Imports and 
Exports) 

(Central Licencing Area) 

ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 14 th September 1971 

5.0. 707. — M/s. IN and Lai Kamiya Lai, 55, Subzi 
Mandi, Delhi- 7 were granted an Established Importers 
licence No. P/EI/0173U33 dated 30th October, 1909 lor 
Ks. 5000 for import o t Dates as per condition attached. 
Ttiey have appned for the Duplicate Exchange Control 
Copy of the .said licence on the ground that the original 
has been lost or misplaced, it is, further stated by the 
firm that the Original Exchange Control copy of the 
said licence has not been utilised by them for its. 2032- 
70 Paisa through Bankers. The duplicate Exchange 
Control Copy is required for banking formalities. 

In support of this declaration, the applicant has filed 
an affidavit duly attested stating that the Original 
Exchange Control Copy of the licence has been lost 
or misplaced. 

I am satisfied that the original Exchange Control copy 
of the said licence has been lost and direct that a 
duplicate exchange control copy of the licence for 
Rs. 2032.70 Paisa should be issued to the applicant. The 
Original Exchange Control copy of the licence is can- 
celled. 

[No. F. 21(B)-IV/604/Iraq/SA-70/IS/CIA.J 

w wust fWtfn vnafom 

STEffl 

H4 fcvft, 14 1971 

tjwo 7p 7 , — mfsft ^ srro ^trpjrm, 
55 (T'MlWsfT, faevft-7 % Hm dvffi Wf % 

WRTC $ smrTd % faq 5000 5fTT ^ Hpmfmr 

30 - 10 - 

69 wsm fsfrqrr mrr m i TO Nit 

*pT fafmm frpr^ir srfvr % f%q mr mtin: it strrddd f%m 
$ far srfir «rf nt t *mm nmimm df % 1 mn ^ 

NdIMI dm ^ far dT"f> 3FTT HTCfHH ml t^ST fdfddd 
fmfam WftT dT 2032. 7 0 do % %q HTtfEr faim WT 
*TT I m if NT % fafq H^farfaHSTfarfami 

Ma«r* fir vV nrawfim ^ 1 

tmr Hfanm $ nrnfa Jr wrtdd? df mrm gq % 

die Wfitp-T fdT'dd dfd % 

Wfl 5TWTRPT dt |, fdfadd dT^TlfFd qsr STWm 

■till'd farm ^ 1 

3 g % vrr?dd *fV ^st fafarn f-rmiH 

srfd art d^ ^ srk fa^r dm g ft? mwir 2032. 70 
d7% % farq drsdd mf d'i.fafa tyrr fafmm fmrcr»r srfd mrCr 
tV m'fr mfisq 1 ■jst fdfddd fdd'md srfd 

# dTdV ^ I 

[*fam: 2l(^°)-4/504/fn^/qHq“-70/mt o q^/ 

Hl°qH°q] 

8.0. 708. — M/s, Bansi Lai Mehta and Company, 
26/5, Raiinder Nagar, New Delhi were granted a sup- 
plementary Established importers licence No. P/E/ 
0180316/C/BQ/34/d/30-31 dated 6th January, 1970 for 
Rs. 2500 for import of dates as per condition attached. 


They have applied for the duplicate Customs purpose 
control copy of said licence on the ground that the 
original hag been lost or misplaced, it is further stated 
by ihe firm that the original Custom copy of the licence 
was registered with Custom House Bombay and has 
been utilised for Rs. 1500. The Duplicate Custom pur- 
pose copy of the licence is requested for balance amount 
of Rs. idOO. In support of the declaration, the appli- 
cant has filed an affidavit duly attested stating that the 
original Customs Purpose Copy of the licence has been 
lost or misplaced. 

I am satisfied that the Original Customs Purpose copy 
of the said licence has been lost and direct that dupli- 
cate Customs Purpose Copy oi licence to cover 
balance amount Rs. 1000 should be issued to the appli- 
cant, The original Custom Purpose copy of the licence 
is cancelled. 

[No. F. 21(b) -lVS80|Iraq]SA.701INDO SWA|CLA.] 

qHo Wt° 7 0 8- — HiffafTH ^T^dT q lJ # 

26/5, <ffa«tf mnt, fc?fr % WTKr % fmr 

mwH % m«r mam urcff *£ 2500 30 % faq 

mmTfacr srmrmF *r<> <fr/f/ 01 8031 s/ 

Ht/sft *F}7 3 4/^/3 0—31 fcfiPF 6—17 0 pfVyd Mt 

*tt 1 

^et wot tflm 

srfa % ftrq ^ <rmK wrafw fw ^ ^ 

srf?r | ^ t > ^ sra <rrf 

^ mmn ifmrmetp vpf mmtft 

irfd srmt it imyr «pt «ft wrk 

1500 zmr fmrr mrr | 1 vm 

loootio v fnq Tm mmtft 

trT'T m; % hW ?r q 'tn^i tn' 

| fw> HiMiT ^ jjh HHrr-TjiFF trffi- *rS wr 

1 

srfff ^ | g Pf iik 1000 

to % f^rq v't wnjsTr mrM'f ^ftm- 
1 ijm? Hmmt afer ^‘itr «pr ^rmt mf^q 1 htwe tj 

^ apm Hm-rfr aftr ^ anat | 1 

[?rem 21 ( 3 ft ° )-4/8o^t ; or , P/qR o q o 7o/qmToqHo«^o 

qo/^oq?foqo J 

New Delhi, the 15 th September 1971 

S.O. 708, — M/s. Kora Ram S/o. Mesh Das, House 
No. 1054, B-Ii, Kewai Gunj, Rontak were granted an 
Established Importers licence No. P/EI/0172287 dated 
9th October, 1969 for Rs. 5,000 for import of Dates as 
per conditions attached. They have applied for the 
■duplicate Exchange Control Copy of the said licence on 
the ground that the original has been lost or misplaced, 
it is, further stated by the firm that the original ex- 
change control copy of the said licence was utilised by 
their bankers. The duplicate exchange control copy is 
required by them, for Rs. 2032-70 Paisa for banking 
purposes only. 

In support of this declaration, the applicant has filed 
an affidavit duly attested stating that the original ex- 
change control copy of the licence has been lost or mis- 
placed. 



[Part u— 


934 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: JANUARY 22, 1972/MAGHA 2, 1893 


I am satisfied that the Original Exchange Control 
Copy of the said licence has been lost and direct that 
a duplicate Exchange Control Copy of the licence for 
Rs. 2032-70 P. should he issued to the applicant. The 
Original Exchange Control Copy of the licence is can- 
celled. 

[No. F. 21(b) /IV/39/Iraq/Sept-Aug.70/IS:CLA.l 

?rf i 5 ftTfrRpr 1971 

TOo 7o9 — TOT! TTR, q/pT iTRRTR, 

A| °t> I H 1054, TO- 2, Jf, TO 

tor^r % rtr rrto wf % tojrtt; itojTO % 
itrPTRT % ftET 5,000 FTOTTO tT^r RTOlfTO 5TRM 
RT^R PIT : TO/f RTf/o 1 7228 7, fcdTO 9-1 0-69 
pTOtoT Pfft tptt «TT I TOfTO TO rtTOtr TO SPffafT R3T 
Or f ffror froRrw srfd % fan; ?r stott to: rtTOr fTOrr t 
far jjr srfer TO *r$ | tot tow t »r$ | i rTO to 

8 PTTRT TOIT ^ f% 3 H O 5TTT did d 1 1 R RffT 
Pmfflui Tor in dH'OPr farRT ooi *rr i rr 
TOTO tTO rTOrTO % f?PT 2032. 7 0 WR 47 fw[ TOjfarfa JJ3T 

fafaRR farowr trfd TO wRim.ai $ \ 

tppft TOR 0 !! % RRTOf if R TO TOP? ^ far 

RffTOR RT?#R TO ^ *pT fRfffRR fTOTTOT Rfa TO fff $ 
TOT RWTTOR | faf&TO RTeTOfarff TO 7 Wf TO 

arrfTOr fTOff $ i 

farRiRtRTOijRijsT f#prffi#r 
RfaTOR^tTOrf^TOfff ^toTOtTO 2032.70T?TO 
^fR^RTS^RTO TOjTRfa ^STT fafTOTR fRRRR TOff RtTO 
TO RTRt TOTff?Tr I RTtltR TO JJR JJRT fafffTOT fTORTR TOff 
TO RfTO | I 

[TOSRT21 (^o)/4/39/fTT^/fRRTOT-*PITO, 70/%TTf ofrRo 

TO© t^O t[©] 

New Delhi, the 23rd November 1971 

8.0. 710, — M/s. D. Raj Traders 2169, Tilak Bazar, 
Delhi were granted permit No. P/E/8558072 dated 11th 
July, 1971, valued Rs, 10,200/- tor import ot Grapes from 
Afghanistan under the Indo-Afghan Trade arrangement 
1971-72. They have applied for the duplicate copy of 
Exchange Control Copy of the said permit on the 
ground that the original copy has been lost/misplaced 
after having been registered with Hussaniwala Feroze- 
pur Custom House and utilised fully and duplicate copy 
of the Exchange Control Copy ot licence for adjust- 
ments of Imports with Reserve Bank of India, New 
Delhi. 

I am satisfied that Exchange Control Copy of permit 
No. P/E/8558072 dated 11th July, 1971, has been lost/ 
misplaced and direct that duplicate copy of Exchange 
Control Copy of the same may be Issued to the appli- 
cant. 

The original Exchange Control Purposes Copy of the 
permit Is hereby cancelled. 

[No. 21 (a) -IV/Per/D-I ( 6 ) /A. J-72/Indo-Afghan/CLA.] 

G. S. SHARMA, 

D.y. Chief Controller of Imports and Exports, 
for Jt, Chief Controler of Imports and Exports- 


ffffTOTO, 23 TOWT 1971 
RR© dV 7 1 o. — rTOTOTO© Tnrfatf, 2169, fffR4> 

3trto,TO nttr-witr tot, 1971-72 % RwTOr vwfff- 
trtr R TOjTO % rtrrt % fanj 1 0, 200 fTOt tjwt to T/fro 
R5RT:TO/f /8558072, fTORT 1 1-7-7 1 RRTff fTOff RRT 

rt i rtor rto rttrr TO w^fprfT jjst fafam fTOwr 
TOr % fRt? rr tort?: to wto-t fTOrr $ % rrr TOfro 
TO |R?fr^rp|T fTOUTiT Rfirr-TTPF "frprf^TTr R 

irk ^TT-^TT ^TOR[ sfiT^^TOT^flTOT^/ 
TlWTdCT TOT | 5flT SITWR TO ^/ttHt fffRTO 
frowr 3% TO iFTOd' fTTO TO W% ?f^TT, ^ fTOfr % 
TTTR RPTTrff TO TOnfnr-T TOPT % fwC[ % I 

t g fe TOfRE RTOT : $t/i/ 8558072, fTOTO 
1 1-7-7 1 JJ3T fRfRTO' fTOWI STfdT Rf | / UNTW 
j[t *Tf | TftT f^TOI ft TOT ^ % TOTO 1JJT f^lRTO 

fTOwr srfrr *Ft TOft TO rr! TOffiR t 

TOfro TO ijar M-tto Rtowt tor tor far sfir 
^R% TRT TO TOTO ^ I 

[rtot 2i(iTo)-4/ , ft^RrT:o/TO©-i(5)/ t[oro 72 /5Rrt- 

RTOTPT/TOo^R '©^ 0 ] 

Too tTRo TOlf, 

TO-TJTO fdTOTO, TO'TTTOfTOfa, 
STd, JJTO fRTOTO, RTRIR-fTOfR I 


(OfQce of th e Jt. Chief Controller of Imports and 
Exports) 

(Central Licensing Area) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 9th November 1971 

S.O. 711. — Mi/s, Sahyadrl Dyestuffs and Chemical 
Pvt. Ltd,, 117, Parvati Vithalwadi Road, Poona were 
granted replenishment licences Nos. P/U/1317054 dated 
26th December, 1970 for Rs. 12,740 (il) P/U/1310921 
dated 24th December, 1970 for Rs. 17,408 and (iii) 
P/U/1317182 dated 7th January, 1971 for Rs, 92,388 for 
import of Dyes Intermediates of permissible varieties, 
M/s, Sahyadrt Dyestuffs & Chemical Pvt. Ltd., Poona 
have filed affidavit as required under para 314 read 
with Appendix 8 Import Control Hand Book of Rules 
Procedure. 1971, wherein they have stated that 
Customs Purposes Copies of theflfi licences have 
been lost /misplaced without having been utilised at 
all. M/s. Sahyadrl Dyestuffs & Chemical Pvt. Ltd., 
Poona have applied for duplicate copies of these 
licences. 

I am satisfied that the original Customs Purposes 
copies of the licences Nos. P/U/1317054 dated 26th 
December, 1970 for Rs. 12,740 (ii) P/U/1316921 dated 
24th December, 1970 for Rs, 17,408 and (iii) P/U/ 
1317182 dated 7th January, 1971 for Rs. 92,365 have 
been lost/misplaced. 

Therefore, in exercise of the power conferred under 
subject Clause 9C in the Import Trade Control Order, 
1955 dated 7th December, 1955 as amended up-to-date, 
the said licences are hereby cancelled. 



$EC. 
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Duplicate copies of the Custom Purposes copies of 
licences have been issued separately. 

[No. Silk-35 / JS.70/SC.V/ CL A. ] 

A. L. BHALLA, Dy. Chief Controller of Imports & Exp. 

for Jt. Chief Controller of Imports & Exp. 

fqRqp, wnrar-fRufa <st qqqfRR, 

(Rf° PTfol^o) 

df fqFRt 9 HRtqq, 19 71 
Too Rfo 7 1 1 : — Rgqjft R rrav %fR- 

fpird MTo fR o , qTRRi' fq<y-i3(iqt TTS', ^={T ^TT fTTR 

q? TOf T*ff % WRTR % fRR jrfd^ffT RI^Rr RWR ( 1 } 
<ft/$/l3l/7054, fadhE 26-12-70*|eR 12740Ro(2) 
rV/r/ 1316921,, 24—12—70 RRT 17408R° RRT 

(3) 1317182, f^JTl^T 7-1-71 r]W 923657° 

FfffTR fan rtt 5n qfajfr *r nn^ qT?pqqR rr«*T RfR- 
47Pq Ufo fRo, gqr 4 RTRTR fRR5Cq fdRR q-iZTT qqRfqfa 
f T $pr, 19 71 qR qffTTT 3 1 4 fsRT qftfwrj 8 % RTR 
q? % RRPTR sfafsTR RRAiq IT 4 - yppr-q^ gTtfaq %TT | 
fRRR r^tR qrfi | fa Rqq Riwrr Rr rr RrRT-R/qi 
qqR RRRt qfaRf fipir tortr fan ^ gT£ of t/srqqTqpq 
il J|f I I Rd'-Tf Rgqrtr 2 RR tnrg R qqqqq 

rt^RR! q?r sr^fqfq srfRqf % fRo; rtrrr faqT | i 

q Rg*q g 1% rt^Rr RqRiR( 1 ) RF/r/ 1317054 
felPP 26-12-70 127407° ( 2 ) Vtfaof 131692/ 

feriqr 24 - 12-70 ijtr 1740 s 7 ° qqj ( 3 ) qf/q/ 
1317182, fcqiqr 7-1-71 tjytr 923657° qfriJRRrRT- 

tpqr qqq Rear srfqqi qft qq f/*r«nqqq f[ qf | 1 

wfqq q?qqq qqTRRrfw wmq-^qrqTq qRjpq 
5qT%q, 1955, fqqrq? 7-12-1955 Rtf RTO 9 Rt % 
strtRr shtr stfkqnqt rt qRfq Rq rtr rtcar qqqjm 
q^ for rtr t 1 

RTJRRf qff qqfpfq RtqTTrFR «PTR RRRt qfRqf spqq 

R qrft qrt; fr qf f 1 

[q» fRqqr-ss/R 0 nrr°-7o/RR° Rfa— 5 /Rto mqotrc,] 

rr 0 pro qpqr 
fRRRR, qrrqjq-fqqfq, 

^ R^rr ijqq fqqqqr, ?TPriq-fqqfq 1 


(Office of the Chief Controller of Imports and Exports) 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 22nd December 1971 
S.O. 712.- — M/s. State Trading Corporation of 
India Ltd,, 9 and 10 Bahadur Shah Zofar Marg, New 


Delhi were granted an import licence No. P/T/2500128 
T/EG/31/29-30 dated 16th July, 1969 for Rs. 61 , 00,000 
(Rupees Sixty one lakhs only). They have applied for 
the issue of a duplicate Exchange Control Purposes copy 
of the said licence on the ground that the original 
Exchange Control Purposes copy has been lost/mis- 
placed. It is further stated that the original Exchange 
Control copy was registered with the National & Grlnd- 
lays Bank Ltd. Madras utilised partly. It was utilised 
for Rs. 45,30,293 and the balance available on it was 
Rs. 15,69,702. 

2. In support of this contention the applicant has 
filed an affidavit along with a certificate from Seventh 
Presidency Magistrate, Echore, Madras — 0. I am ac- 
acordingly satisfied that the original Exchange Con- 
trol Purposes copy of the said licence has been lost. 
Therefore in exorcise of the powers conferred under 
sub-clause 9(cc) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955 
dated 7th December, 1955 as amended the said original 
Exchange Control Purposes copy of licence No. P/T/ 
2500128 dated 16th July, 1969 issued to M/s. The State 
Trading Corporation of India Ltd., New Delhi is 
hereby cancelled. 

3. A duplicate Exchange Control Purposes copy of 
the said licence is being issued separately to the 
licensee. 

[No. STC-502/67-V/G9-70/NPCIA.]- 
(fjr 3 q fqTsrqi, 51TqTq - fqqTd qq qqqifqq qf fqqfft) 
qrKtq 


qf 22 fqqrqT, 1971 

qRo«f( 0 7i2.-wqffqqqq^ 53rr qfiqT^qrqwq; #wr 
feeeft qff 61,00,0 00 qq^ RR3 

qqqqpr) % fair uq? ?rraiq wmrfiffi/ 2500128 / 

£>/f jfty 3 1 /VT 29-30, fWqt 16-7-69 SRIR faRT q*T 

qi 1 RTfqq q?t qprfqrfq «qrf r qiqq - % srrtm: 

qq srrqqq Ftti | f'qt orq qqr-fqfqqq fqqrq qfq qf 
^1 qqqq qqiqn.R qq q qt %o, qqrq % qrq 
gm qiqqr 45 3 02 98 qqq qr qifq ti qqq'rq gm m 1 
'HTf RT^RR 9T RRRHeliR ERTTlfTT 1 5, 6 9, 7 2 o/ qqR sf) | 

2 . ^R RR % rrrr if RTR^qr if RTqq qfqyRff 
Rftrf^q, ^qfq, R3TR STqi,fqfRRR Ri^qffqTR wirq-qR 
qrfeq fq-TT 1 1 qgTRRrq R Rg^q jf fqr qqq rt^rr qfr ^ 
tjSTfqfqqR Frrrr qfq Gt qf | i ^rFrit, rrirrIFstr 
rirtr fqqqq lessfqqfqr 7 - 12 - 1 955 qfqqinqi 
9 (Rbff) % spiiqR qgrf Rfqqqqf qq qq'fq qrqR 
fg qqq jfqq qqq'ftRR- qpq fRfqqq qf fq?pfr rtT 
Riqf fqqT qq[ rf^Rr Rwr c fVoTro25ooi28fqRi/qi 
16-7-1969 qfr RqRRR tJST-fqfRRq fRTOJT q% qrf 
rrrrqgnT qf fq77T RTRT 1 1 

3 . RT^RRTprfr qfr qqq rrjrr qft ^r-FqfRRR 
fqq'Rq rPt qfr qqfRfq rrr R Rifr qft rt qgr | 1 

[R t£R° £t° Rf- 502/ 67-5/09-7 o/ f RRfqR Rr( i)qto] 

New Delhi, the 27th December 1971 
S.O. 713. — The Executive Engineer P. D. II Ram- 
ganga River Project, Kalagarh (Garhwal), XJ.P- was 
granted Import licence No. G/A/ 1044959/S/ AN/38 
dated 22nd March, 1971, for import of spare parts for 
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Cummins Engine (as per list attached thereto) for 
Rs. 3,10,000. The value of the import licence was sub- 
sequently reduced to Rs. 1,85,403. The licensee has re- 
quested for the issue of duplicate copy of Exchange 
Control copy of the licence on the ground that the origi- 
nal Exchange Control Copy of the licence has been lost 
by him. It has been further reported by the licensee 
that this licence was lost after utilisation of amount to 
the extent of Rs. 1,12,350 and this licence was register- 
ed with the Collector ot Customs, Bombay. 

In support of their contention the applicant have filed 
an affidavit. The undersigned Is satisfied that the origi- 
nal Exchange Control copy of the licence No. G/A/ 
1044959 dated 22nd March, 1971, has been lost and 
directs that duplicate copy of the said licence should 
be issued to him. The original Exchange Control copy 
has been cancelled. Duplicate copy of the licence is 
being issued separately. 

[No- 2/SG/211/70.71/PLS/B.] 
SARDUL SINGH. 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports, 
for Jt. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports, 

Rffeft, 27 faster 19 71 
l^Rofto 7 1 3.— ft { ffftipr ftofto 2 TUT R<TT 

fun: Tr jftE TftR? (tshtr ) , tth rTh ft ftftR 
(rr% ftr-T ift-T ft ft' gft % RftTR) % frR Trft; 3 ft 
% sit nid 1 %Tvrn; 3,10,000^° tt rrqr sttrtr rt?tr 
ft/ft 1044-95 9/'^/'? ftr/38, ftdftr 22-3-71 HTRH 
fffliRT<Tf ‘ TPTRjRTRTR ft sj?RRET7:3,85,403 

5o tt fftr rm i prrftftrfft R riytr ft Rrsu-fafaRR 
fftftr’i srfcr Trrfr Tft % fft ?r srrarr qr w-ftR ftnrr | ft 
errft'R ft TST-ftf-m faftrT Rft rrt snj ft 1 
sro rtr Rg; rctirt rrt | ft ?r <=rr?RR tt 
H 235 6 -jo ft hftr rt RqftR ttr % tit rrt rt 
ftr ^ t RiftR ft ^ft % ft-RT-^er Rtrifft t rtr R'ftfd 
trtrt rrt rt 1 

Sift RT % TTRRT ij RTRTT R ITT WT-RR Rlfftr fftn 
I I RRr^THftTRR/T | ftRT^TR do ftft/l044959, 
ftRTT 22-3-7 1 ft ‘JR Rlf-fafRRR fRRRR srft ft ft | 
Sift fftqr TTI I ft RTR RT7TR ft R ift ft sift RETT 3ft r 
ft Sflft Rlfft I q- Tf RTT-fftERT ft TRT srft ft ,TT fftT 

RRT I I RTftE ft ST'Tftft srft if Rift ft ET 7ft | | 

ft 2yftfo ft°/21 1|/ 7 0-7 l/fto iT^ro irrro-fto 

RftH ftff, 

RT-RTp fftT h RTqTE-fftft 
t?J ^O-T fttft n f WRTT-fttrt’T 


(Office of the Chief Controller of Imports and 
Exports) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 29 th December 1971 

SO. 714— Mr. Kirlt Keshavlal Shah, Bombay who 
was granted Custom Clearance Permit No, P/J/3037136 
/N/MP/40/H/33.34 dated 7th August 1971 for Rs. 13,100 
for import of a Ford Custom 500, 1968 Model Car ha3 


applied for a duplicate copy of the Custom clearance 
permit as the original Customs Clearance Permit has 
been lost. It is further stated that the original Custom 
Clearance Permit was not registered with any Custom 
House and not utilised. 

In support of this contention Shri Kirit Keshavlal 
Shah has filed an affidavit. He has undertaken to 
return the Custom Clearance Permit if traced later to 
this office for record. I am satisfied that the original 
Custom Clearance Permit No. P/J/303713C/N/MP/ 
40/H/33-34 dated 7th August 1971 has been lost and 
direct that a duplicate Custom Clearance permit 
should be issued to him. The original Custom 
Clearance Permit may be treated as cancelled. 

[No. 2(B-399)/70-71/BLS/3609.1 
TJOT fftft'T, RTRTR-fftfa TT TlftTR 
Riftr 

ft fftft 29 fftriR, 1971 

RRo fto 7 1 4 , — ft fftrT ftw 7ft, Tfft 
ft ITT ftr TftR 500, 1968 Rl^R TTT T RTRTR T ftrq; 
13, lOORo T fft qqr ftqftjRT ftTlft ftfft ft FT ftRT 
RRT RT I ftruT^JvT: fft ft I qftft ft RR%fq- % 

fft W RTRK IT RTRRR ftRT t ft fti ftRT-tJedi FTTTR7 
ftfft ft RRT | I R? ft Tfftr fTRT TIT | ft RH ftRT- 
^T ftTTft qftft ftft ft fi'iTT-^eT TTRiei'R R 
RRft^f ftf TiTTRT RT1 Rl ftv RTTf TPITT d|I 3TT RT | 

SR efft ft [(ft R ft ftTft TRTTTH W R nT 
Td TTf<JR ftRT | I RRR RlRT-TJeT fft.TRf Tdft RIR R 
TTRT 3fft IT SR TTRiHR ft ftTli T tfjZT ft TT TTR 
f?RT | I ^ Rf^E | ft RH RftlT-SJfT foTRirqTfftRo 
ftV/ft/ 3037 1 36/tTd/tTR Rr/lO/c-R/ss-ad, ftliT 
7-8-71 ft RRT | RlT ftftr ^.il g ft RdTl RlRT-7[fT 
ftnRi qftft ft RRftft 3Rtr ft srftr Rifttr i rr ritt- 
ReT fRTTRr RTfRE T< tTRI RRT RRAT 3jTC I 

[^«Rf 2(ft-399)/70-7l/ft'> R.ero tTRo/ 3€0 9] 

New Delhi, the 30 th December 1971 

S.O. 715. — The Secunderabad Club, Secunderabad 
(A.P.) were granted an import licence No. P/A/1337424 
/C/XX/38/H31-32/ILS dated ihe 19th January 1971 
for Rs. 1,500 (Rupees One thousand five hundred 
only) for the import of Liquor excluding Gin and Beer. 
They have applied for the issue of duplicate copy of 
the Customs Copy of the said licence on the ground 
that the original Custom Purpose Copy has been lost/ 
misplaced, it is further stated that the said licence 
(Customs Purpose Copy) had not been registered with 
the Custom Authorities at any Port and was not utiliz- 
ed at all. 

2. In support of this contention, the Party has filed 
and Affidavit. I am accordingly satisfied that the said 
original Custom Purpose copy has been lost /misplaced. 
Therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred under 
Sub-Clause 9 (cc) of Imports (Control) Order, 1955 
dated 7th December 1955 as amended, the said Custom 
Purpose Copy of the Licence No. P/A/1 337424/C /XX/ 
38/H/31-32/ILS dated 19th January 1971 issued to The 
Secunderabad Club, Secunderabad (A.P.) is hereby 
cancelled. 

3. A duplicate Custom Purpose Copy of the said 
licence is being issued to the licensee separately. 

[No. Club / 26 / 70-71 /ILS / 34.5. 1 
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^ftc?ft, 30ft*PNT, 1971 

tTtfo ?f)o7i5. — ft ffPF^TRTC T5T?, flRRUT- 
3TC (SUH sftu) Tf ftpi fWT: Tt DHh . i HTR % 

STETTcT % ftp! 1,500 (t[T fFTC <TR 

Biw) % fircr TT^7 TO? WT^tfT 3W : fif/tr/l 337424 
^/38/tTT/31-32/?1Tf'q7?TqE'.ft^w 19TRRft 
1971 STTFT ft^I *FTT TT I BW BT^?T Tt ^fFHT 

7JPF ftTPff lift ’’ift SFjfafl RTTt TT?T ^ ftfi[ ^TOK 
TP slftTT ftRT | ftr BR ^ft"HT UPF ft+ltfi Tft Nt JT^ 
% I STRICT (ft Tf £ I Nt ftm JETT | 
ft> "d4d UTSTUT (%NU pfl -H I •jjc't ftautfl Jlft) ftrff *ft 
TcFT IT fiWr ByT srrftFTTftqft % HTG" 'ftrtfTd Tiff TUf 
ilf «ff Sift UfTTI BTTft faplp?r ftn WT <7T I 

2 . rff % firm if qrtff £ ^ wptr u fN U 
ft'TI i| I 3^ITTT, if HfjNP ^ fti 1 BW IJH RtET W 
ftTTPff Tft N> | / WMW fT Hf f I ^Eftrr, 
wr iftflftEr ottm ftpftpir srftu, 1955 ftriT 7 - 1 2 - 
1955 tit BT-OTTT 9— (TfV iff) % SRPTU IRTT nftHlO' 

TTft TUd 1 ^rr ft f TRysvjdR -(TR, f ir.ttfrr (triw 
sftxrr) Tt Tiff for tit bt^t tor ff/q/ 1337424/ 

^/qTTtTTT/38/tRr/31'32/OTf (THtTB', ftRRT 1 9—1— 
1971 Tt OTT #TT BTT ftruff srft q^IRT ^ ^TPrfV 


3. FTT^TUrPt URT T?V TftRRpF Sift Tf 

Rdftrfr srpi % srrfr bt T$f | i 

[bWT SR*i/ 26/70— 7 1 /’H I 3405] 

New; Delhi, the 7th January 1972 

S.O. 716. — 'M/s. Director, Vallabhbhai Patel Chest 
Institute, University of Delhi, Delhi, were granted an 
import licence No. G/A/104401Q/C./XX/38/H/31-32/ 
ILS dated 2nd November, 1971 for Rs, 10,000 (Rupees 
Ten thousand only). They have applied for the issue 
of a duplicate Customs Purposes/copy of the said 
licence on the ground that the original Customs Pur- 
poses copy has been lost/misplaced. It is further 
stated that the original Customs Purposes copy was 
registered with the Customs authorities at Palam and 
Foreign Post, Bahadur Shah Zafar Marg. New Delhi 
and utilised party. It was utilised for Rs. 5,406.60 and 
the balanco available on it was Rs, 4,593.40, 

2. In support of this contention, the applicant has 
filed an affidavit on a stamped paper. I am accordingly 
satisfied that the original Customs Purposes copy of 
the said licence has been lost. Therefore, in exercise 
of the powers conferred under Sub-clause 9(cc) of the 
Imports (Control) Order 1955 dated 7th December, 
1955 as amended, the said original Customs Purposes 
copy of Lienee No. G/A/10.44.010/CXX/38/H/31-32/ 
ILS dated 2nd November, 1971, issued to M/s. Director, 
Vallabhbhai Patel Chest Institute University of Delhi, 
Delhi is hereby cancelled. 

3. A duplicfitc Customs Purposes copy of the said 
licence is being issued separately to the licensee. 

(No. V-17/Med/70-71/ILS/3536.) 


Iff ftceff, 7 TFunfr, 1 97 2 

tTRo^ffo 7 1 6 . -ud yfr Fpr^rex trdt ?rr£ test 

ftpif ^ftdftRf, ftwff 7 HP 10,000 1)° 
(iUTfpnr F ° RTU) % iff UrdTd tr° Tpr/ir/ 

1044010 /^\ ju^uyfH / 3 8/ffT/3 l-32/w^°tiU'oHB'° 

ftdPF2- 11-71 5TTPT ftm iRU «TT I ^ 

mUTT'TT 

o io 1 

ftPTl fftr i]N TfurUNT NHftFT srfd l/tURPUil 

fl | I TP1 TS sprrdT IRU t ft? IJ/T 
RTftrd- trft dir ttut tK ?udTfc^Tr ^rt, ui? 

w: JTPT, ftwfr % bW 5JRT SUfNTTfTEff % UTr 
Tsfllrl dPRUTT Wl T1 TtT UTTTl mftpIT PTTPT 
ftn ipu «rr i wr ^ptpi 5 , 406. 60 ^ ^ 

ftrqT ittt «n sfk ru tt: ^ 1# Tifti 

4,593. 40 h° 1 

2. TPT«f T if TTdTdi % PUTT 9TT IT ^ 
WT TT dlftlN fdRT I I dUT/TU, # ^ ^ fti d 
NT/d d Tit dd dldTUcT SPOT dfd NT d^ f I ^dftd( 
ddl-ddtftrd dldld (fdd'pfd) dldtr, 19 55 ftdir 
7-12-1955 Ttdd, dmr 9 (dVdl) if dTU dfdTTTf 
STdfd TT ddNt TPITTR, dedd dlf dSd 

ftwft dftdfd€t, ftedt dft dRt ftnr dd dT^t'd d° 5ft ° 
/^/10,44,010/dt/^ irw/38/iid/31-32/dTs°trd° 

TTd° ftdfr 2-1 1-1971 Tt ndd If? d'tdTdeT Sniftld dfd 
Tt tr?[<T5Rl T% ftRT dTTT | I 

3. TO PitTd Tit ddftfft dtdldPT ddtdd 
dfd dTTB‘’ddlTt TT ddd it TTfl TT N1 i^t | I 

[ffwr art-17/.TT/70-7l/dTf°TTd°rrd°/3 536] 

New Delhi, the 2nd February 1972 

S.O.717. — Mr. Tej Singh Sandhu, Chandigarh who v.’as 
granted Custom Clearance Permit No. P/J/3035201/N/ 
MP|38[H|31-32 dated 6th February, 1971 for Rs. 9,000 
thereafter enhanced to Rs. 10,700 for import of a 
Vauxhall Victor 1000 1968 Model Car ha3 applied for 
a duplicate copy of the Custom clearance permit as 
the original Customs Clearance Permit has been lost. 
It is further stated that the original Custom Clearance 
Permit was registered with Custom House Amritsar & 
Chandigarh and not utilised. 

In support of this contention Shri Tej Singh Sandhu 
has filed an affidavit. He has undertaken to return 
the Custom Clearance Permit if traced later to this 
office for record. I am satisfied that the rriainal 
Custom Clearance Permit No. P|J|3035201|N|MP|38|HJ 
31-32 dated 6th February, 1971 has been lost and 
direct that a duplicate Custom Clearance permit 
should be issued to him. The original Custom Clear- 
ance Permit may be treated as cancelled. 

[No. F. 2(B-18)/70-71/BLS/4l49.] 
K. N. KAPOOR, 

Dr'. Chief Controller of Imports & Export*. 
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'T^oSffo 7x7. — HW fr? HT£ 'T'klT? 

ftra 1 ttthihw frrTT 1000 % hihth % fsFT 

9,000 To WT tr^T faWHfV T^IhE Ho 

t fr/^'/3 03 52 0 1 /T i T/(^R' TV/38/^3 1-32 feTPT 

6-2-71 WTlfT fw TTT HT f%tT HTW H WfT T7 
10-7 00 WT frTT TTT TT | W^TT WHWl HTfwfr HkTHFP 
fwTTHt qrfe % frrrr ^H HTHTT FT FCTTH fvTT I fr HW 
HfrnVJFT fWTHl irffiZ Tit TTT | I HTT T?[ HclTTT TTT t 
fT f'TTTTfl TTfVE ?FJTHT Hk ‘T^FT? 

TTTrWT t kf^T f l^NI W «TT Hk TFTT 
WFTFT fiff fVTT TTT HT I 

WTWT cFT % HHTT ^ WTHI" (Fa tHU HTT ^ FT WpT 

O CS 

TH TTpsTW fTHT ^ I WplfTT? THTtoR&fTl WT T fftHFI/"T 
FTRft fqrrfe: htt h frw fr fft t wvt tithTwt % furri 
% fWF win 7T H^fW f f> TW ^HTSJET fTTTHr 
qrfHT To Tl/w/3035201/qT/iTR T>/ 38/ 3 1-132 ftHFT 
6-2-7 l I3fr TTT | fik fkw tTT if fk Thf HWfwfT HtHf- 
HTTi fFTTHl qrfTT WPCV fklT HTfiT HTfidT I HW TVTW7T 
ft'TTTf qrfTT 7^ fspTT ttt hhjtt wrq; i 

[TWT 2 (^t— 1 8 ) / 7 0 — 7 1 /wl °TW or [H /4 1 49] 

% o 13[T o T jW 

WT TTT fTTWT, WPRW-fTqk 


(Office of the Dy. Chief Controller of Imports and 
Exports) 

ORDER 

Bangalore, the 11th November 1971 
Subject. — Cancellation of Customs Purposes and Ex- 
change Control Purposes Copies of Licence 
No. P/S/ 1674576/C/AX/39/X/29-30 dated 
30 th April 1971 for Rs. 2,500. 

S.O. 718.- — M/s. M. D. Nimbuwala Fire Works Manu- 
facturers, 15, P. B. Road. 8, Bankapur Police Chowki, 
Hubli were granted import licence No. P/S/1674576/ 
Ci/XX 39/X/29-30 dated 30th April 1971 for Rs. 2,500 
for import of -Gum Arabic, Vegetable Parchment Paper, 
Straw Paper and Coloured Newsprint. They have now 
applied for duplicate Copy of Customs Purposes and 
Exchange Control Purposes Copies of the above licence 
on the ground ihat the original of the above Customs 
Purposes and Exchange Control Copies of the above 
licence have been lost without having been registered 
with any Customs Authorities and not utilised at ail 
and that the duplicate copy of Customs Purposes/ 
Exchange Control Copies of the above licence now re- 
quired is for the full value of the licence i.e. Rs. 2.500. 

Tn support of the above contention the applicant has 
filed an affidavit. I am satisfied that the Original 
Customs Purposes and Exchange Control Purnoses 
Copies of the aho^e licence have been lost and direct 
that a duplicate Copy of Customs Purposes and Ex- 
change Control Purposes of the above licence should 
be issued to the aoolioant. The Original Customs Pur- 
‘ noses and Exchange Control Copies of the above licence 
arc hereby cancelled. 

[No. ITC.SSI.1849.C.141-A.M.70.NC.NP.1 


( ‘TT-RTT fTTWT, STHTW-iTTk TT TFTWT TTWW) 

WTT5T 

ktwk, 1 1 FRETC, 19 71 

: — 2500 % fwrrr WTk for tit WITHH 

Ho 'ff/tTH/1674576 Hf t^TH RTH/ 3 9 /f[TH 
29-30 ftFTRF 30-4-71 ^ tffaT 9JWT 
TFT HTWr *fk W5T faftfiT fkraw nfft Ft 

S3 

7^ T7HT I 

it^o Wfo 7x8: — TH'sfl tnfo ffTTWi-tr 

TiTTr TT’H %o, 15, <f[o ifto fb? 8, TTTT^T gfHH 
WWT, fJWl Tff HTf HPT WrdHH TRHw: ifwrw ^pNl 
THT -UftH WsNlO TTHW % HTTTT % 2,5 00 To qT 

ttWHTTTHWl^HHHo Tt/^H/ 16745 7 6/Ht/iJTH tpfH/39/ 
CtTH/29-3 0 fTHiTT 30-4-197 1 wftfW fw THT HT I 
TPldd WT^HH SFjfwfr HlHT TfiTT Trf HHHt 
sffT 1JTT frfTHT tHTHN TfcFTt % fHH TH TOF TT 
f%TT t fTT HTH HTT^H ^ HW *ftHTVpT TTT HHSlt ?fk 
WffT fMwr fTTHW HfdHt HVTTSpT H T ftlT T T t % TTH 
fTHT TfiTTct TTfiT Sftr fsTdl TWIT frnT Taft h£ | Hk 
HH HTH WIT^H HHfwfT HlHT'iF'T TR? HH«ft sfk HST 

rafTHH fweraw TfHTt gt tjtt Tiir 2,500 tth % fwr[ 

HTf^t I 

WPJTT % HHsJt H H14TT ^ FT W TH TTfilW 
f%HTt I '?!' 2TT mjZ % fT TTt{TT WT^HH *Tt ?ftHT- 
HTTT RWtft Hk R5T frfHHH ffiT W TTt fif f 

'O 'S 

HtTfT^fr^HTf HTtHfT(flTT FjWT TT^ HTHf 

Hk ^ fafTHH ffiTHW glw Wfift HT%[ I 

HTT HT?TfH Tf[ ^TT TftTT ifpr TPf ?flT HST ftrffiHH 
ffiTHW Hfim 1^0^61 TT Tit HTfit ^ I 

HHTT : WT$ ^t (ft t^H HTf 1849 Hi 
14 Uf t^T7 o/FT ?it ip'ft 
[HSHTHTfo^toHtoiTWoxrwoiqko 1849 Ht 141- 
tToT^To 70TTTO RtoXTWoCfVo] 

Bangalore , the 30th November 1971 
Subject, — Cq?iceIlation of Customs and Exchange Con- 
trol Purpose Copies of Import licence No 
P/SV1674439/C/XX /39/X/29-30 dated 30th 
April 1971 fo<r Rs. 10,250. 

S-O. 719. — M/s. Sri Bhawani Industries, 15, Nara- 
simha Naick Lane, Cottonpet, Bangalore-2A, were 
granted import licence No. P/S/1674439/C/XXj/3S)/X!/ 
29-30 dated 30th April 1971, for Rs. 10,250 for import 
of Copper and Zinc. They have now applied for dupli- 
cate copy of Customs Purpose and Exchange Control 
Purpose copy of the above licence on the ground that 
the original of the above Customs Purpose copy/ 
Exchange Control Purposes copy of licence ha^e been 
lost without having been registered with any Customs 
Authorities and not utilised at all and that the dupli- 
cate eoov of Customs Purooses/Exchange Control Pur- 
poses Copy of the above licence now required is for the 
full value of the licence Rs, 10,250. 
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In support of the above contention the applicant has 
filed an affidavit. I am satisfied that the original 
Customs Purpose and Exchange Control Copies of the 
above licence have been lost and direct that a duplicate 
copy of the Customs Purposes copy and Exchange 
Control Purpose Copv of the above licence should be 
issued 1o the applicant. The Original Customs Purpose 
and Exchange Control Copies of licence are hereby 
cancelled. 

[No. ITC. SSI-5293.B.379 A.M. 70F.NF.] 
K. JAYARAMAN, 

Deputy Chief Controller of Imports and Exports. 


R"f fee#, 30 RRSSfL 1971 


fsfisrq- 1 0, 250 TO % fair Rl# feT[ T3 RT5RR R° #/ 
it# 167443 9/Rt/3RRT[RR / 39 /^RR/ 29-30 
f#rtn 30-4-1971 # #RTRTR* W R#ft 

RUT feferPT fghd'd sfe# 47t T? 47TRT I 

ITRC. 4Uo 17 9. — RR# # RRTRt URjfefer, 15, 
RTOf WT! RT5T #T, RTTR#, #r#T-2 IT, Tt RTRT RRT 
ijR^TT % ^TRTTcr % feir 10,250 To RT 3^ ? fTRTR' HTWR 
Ro #/ir~/ 1674439/#/l^Rt^R/39/34R/29-3 0 fe“ 
30-4-7 1 TRtl>R feiRT RRT RT I R#fe Rdxffiddd RTF# 4ft 
RlRIHk>47 TFT #jNT/TT5T feferPT ftT#PT trfe % 

f#T % r ?rraiT tt rtrrr fen | fe> R4R rt?rr Rft nr 
Rferg r p r nfe R#rt Tfe/RST fefem ftpfeuT rrfe fe# # 
r f iHiTTPP snrfem# % ttr nfiin rtttt fen #r 
fercr fen ff #f ife | srfe ^ RT^rr % # nr nfe 

10, 25 0 TO TfefT sprferfe #lTWrT 4#' R#ft Tfe/RUT 

fefdRd ftp-feii' srftr # RTRWPn 1 1 


hiM-Mdd rrt % rrrr Jr ri#+ ft rrr tr nffeR 
ftpiTT I I ft ^R% RR^ i ftp RRR RTWR 4ft nr Rlui^ie=f) 

nfe rr# ftfe rut ferfftm ftfe^i srfftn # Rf f ftfe 
ftfeTT #7TT g- f# nw RTURR 4ft nrferfe Rfel#4> 4rfe 
#r rut fefftnr fewr rrftidi RT 4 RR> 4 ft Rife 4 ft 
n# nfetr°i htatr qft nr wh nfe ## #t rut 
fufft-Ru ftfem sfftprt itru rttt t? 4 ft Ridft f 1 


[ftm ?rrf o#o#oqR , o^B’o?rtf 0 5 293-ftft-37 9 tToirrro 

70 #-ITT-'IT'Fo] 

%o nmRR, 

nr w fnfeur, nnR-fftnR i 


(Office of the Chief Controller of Imports and Exports) 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 17th December 1971 

S.O. 720.— M/s. Bata Shoe Co., Pvt,, Limited, 
Batanagar, 24 Farganas were granted Import Licence 
No P /RM/21 55926 /C/XX/24/ C/H/ 23-24, dated 30th 
December, 1966 under Free resources for import of 
Raw Materials/ Components and Spares valued at 
Rs. 1,20,000 only. 


2. They have requested for the issue of duplicate 
Exchange Control Purposes Copy of the above said 
licence on the ground that the original Exchange Con- 
trol Purposes copy has been tost or misplaced by them. 
It has been further reported by the licensee that the 
licence had an unutilized balance of Rs. 16,063.35 nP. 
The licence ‘was registered with the Calcutta Custom 
House. 

3. In support of their contention, the applicants have 
filed an affidavit. The undersigned is satisfied that the 
original Exchange Control Purposes Copy of Import 
Licence No. P_/RM/2'155926/C/XX/24/C/H/23-24 dt. 
30th December, 1966, has been lost or misplaced and 
directs that a duplicate Exchange Control Purposes 
Copy of the said licence should be issued to the appli- 
cant. The original Exchange Control Purposes Copy is 
cancelled. 

4. The duplicate Exchange Control Purposes Copy of 
the licence is being issued separeately. 

[No. Rubber / 30 (4-5) / 66-67 /IR.M.II.] 

(r*r fefesrfr, srTmfT-ftmfa 4 ?t irmfertr) 
srfesr 

Rff## 17feffiRT, 1971 
3Ro sr> 72o. — RnftnnR; tt°, srio ftro, nn 
RRT, 24 TGFTTR 4ft Plcfe pffet ^ 475^1 RET /ffedfrli 
srk 'fflTfiJ 3# % 5TPTTR % feftr 1,20,000 To ITTeT TT 
IpT 5TPTTT HI^RRo #/?TTTITiT/21 55 926/#/lT4fnTT# 
24/Rt/l^/ 2 3- 2 4 ferffel 3 0- 1 2- 6 6 pffeyT fen=TT TTt «)T | 

2. BTcf RTIRR # SFTferfe RST fe ft lR T f 

ftpfeui Tfd % ftffir 5TTOTT TT STffiTT felTT | fe 
5 pt Trr#R feftnrq- ftpfeur nftr # | 

Rpm-lPT## 1 1 Hl^WRtgTTTRPrTf sldlRI W 
^ fel RTWR % RTT #[ 16, 063. 35 To dd' ff 
T# f^PTT TTT RT 1 RTWR TfeH'l RFTfepT, 

% TTR #5fel7?r feiTT W «TT I 

3- fRi % fPT#T Ijfefe 1747 ¥PPT qw qiRg<n 

f#^TT ^ 1 RSTfeTciT^T# ^ fqr dldld RT^RR R o 

Rt/RIT tTR/2155926/R)-/tT4R irqR/24/R#ITR/23-24 
fedfei 30-12-6 6 #RRRSTfRftTRRftpfeiJ[5rftr#Rf| 
RR4T R^dTdTTT ft Rf | #T ftfeTT ^RT | fel RTRTT # 
R4R RI^RR # RRferfe RST feftfRR ftpfeH R% WT# 

RIRT R[ff it | RRR5T fefeTPT PdRd ui RfeTf# RT# | I 

4. RT^RR # TIRferfe RST fRftrRR ftpfew 5|fR ?TRR 
% RTTt # RT Tft'^ I 

[RWT TRT/ 30 ( 4-5) / 66-67/RTT ^R-2] 
To 47 o RT4irT, RT-R'W ffiRTT, RrTTR-ftRTTR, 
RSR ftPTRT, RTRTR-ftPTfR I 

New Delhi , the 22nd January 1912 

S.O. 721. — M/s. Triveni Structural Ltd., Naini, 
Allahabad were granted import licence No. P/D/2181881 
dated 29th March, 1971 for Rs. 6.75,000 under West 
German Credit for the import of Hyderulic cylinder 
complete with pistons. They have requested for the 
issue of the duplicate copies of the licence on the ground 
that the original copies have been lost by them. It has 
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been further reported by the licensee that the licence 
has not been utilised at all. This licence was not re- 
gistered with any customs House. 

In support of their contention, the applicant have 
filed an affidavit. The undersigned is satisfied that the 
import licence No. P/D/2181881 dated 29th March 1971 
has been lost and directs that duplicate copels of the 
said licence should be issued to them. The original 

licence is Ca p^ UC g tTOctural/1/RM . ii/70 .71'/RM-T/355C.] 

A. K. SARKAR, Dy. Chief Controller. 

(R1R fff RTF RT RHfUTR) 


wtrst 


r\f fUrff, 22 RRRfV 1972 

TTRo Wfo 721. — RR'-fV fsTTRV fa", 

ft fffRfft ft Rl^f^R TlTftfftR % RTRTR 

% fRR qfRRlft Rftft RfR % Vftftl 6,75,000/- hft 
% fspT rrR RPITff RTTTT R5RT : f \Jftj2 1818 81, fffRTR 
2 9-3-71 RRTR fRRT RRT RT I Rlfift H T S.f R 

-flrfr % fTT ? j t Rtsrn: it “irrfffR fRRT $ f*P rh 
afRtrr hr ft Rf f i RWiRtirfr £Ttt ft ft ft 
Tlf & f~R Rif f R RT HTRlR fRRRR ftt fRRT RRT | I 
r ? RTf f R fWt ft RVTRFR RTRfRR % ffftfH R$P RfHRf 

TRT RT I 

R# ft Tfe ft RTRRR Rft ft fR HTRTT RlfeR 
f^rur t I fffTRTTRWTT RRCH ft fr RTRTR RT5#R OT 
ft l ft / 2 1 8 1 8 8 1 , fftfftR 29-3-1971 Rt RffT 

| fT RTT RTSf'R ft RRyffTHT RTtffR RR Rt 
Rt Rfftt RTfpRr | RR RT^ftR ft f%RT RTRT | I 
[Ro l/RH^R 0 2/70-7 l/RTT or ^R 0_ l/35 58 j 

TTo %o R7RT 7 ", 
IT fffRRR, RTRTR-fftRfcn 


(Office of the Chief Controller of Imports and Exports) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 3rd January 1972 
8 0 722 — M/s. Shree Digvijay Cement Co. Ltd., 

frInted WQ licence Se ’ No^pfo^reSM^Ts/BB^aHTH/iTso 
H^t^R 1 st December 1908. for Rs. 4,00,000 for the 
of spares for Cement Manufacturing Plant, They 
ffi requested for issue of duplicate Customs Purposes 
Copy of the licence on the ground that the original 
r - * n+r^YY^Q Pur'noses Copy has been lost/misplaced, oy 
them^ It ha? C further reported by the licensee 

that the Customs Purposes Copy has ^BombTy Cu^ 
ed after having been registered with the Bombay bus 
toms and that the same had been utilised for 
Rs 3,00,387. 

T nt their contention the applicant have filed 

an affidavit. The undersigned is satisfied 

1 rt.rfnms Purposes Copy of licence No. P/D/21866W 
5^ )onm/-i 7 30 dated 31st December. 1908, has been 

S/BB/ 29 /H/-I- 3 ) daten^ ^ & dupli( . ate Customs 

lost/misplac . ^ saic t Sconce should be issued to 

Purposes Cop Customs Purposes Copy is cancel- 

ed A duplicate Customs Purposes Copy of the import 
licence is being Issued separately. 

rNo F. Cement. 0 ( 2 )/C 8 - 69 /RM- 6 / 1245 .] 
L1 J. SHANKAR, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports and Exports, 


(*m fRRRR, RTRTRfftlrfR (FT VtftWt) 

RTRR 

ft fRrft, 3 1972 

qRo Rfo 722 — Hlftt fTRTRT To ffto, RtfftRRT 

fTTTR RTTift T|T, rV RJRf- 1 ft ft%Z fftftrft RST3T % 
fRT 'RIRf ■JR? % 5 TRTRT % fRtr 4, 0 0 , 000 Ro % f^T 7 T 7 T‘ 
Rr^#'R R o ftjftj 2 1 86 642/CJR/Ry rV/29/C[ : r/ 27-30 
fTRPF 3I-12-68TTTR fw W Rf I RT^RR ^ 

R^RRT^ftTRRfy R% RRfRfr ftft ftft #f fRtr^RFlTSm: 
TT RTRTR fff/TT f % RR RlRT W7T fRTTRf tTR RRR R> Rf 
^/RFRlRRTflRf ^ I Rr^RgirV ST 7 T RR rT ^TRT ?)■ Ra 
| fr r'IrtrcR fimfy tTt rIrtrstt rtrtrr, R ' 

RR^R TTT^r % RET Tift Rf |/RRTTR7R Rt | fttT Rf fffi 
RRTT TRRIR 3,00,387 To RR ffTT fRRT RRT RT I 

RRR RR % RRRR R RR % TTR IfPlR-RT 

ffiRT^ t fRTRRiRrRffR^|rRRr^RRo ft/ftj2186e41 
j ft /ft ft/ 2 9/ ft} 27-30 fedTR 3 1- 1 2- 6 8 ft RtRT- 

RRR fRRTR r ft ff ft *rf S;/RPfrEHR^fR^ | RtR fR^R 
RRT | fR RTR RITTR R t RlOTRcR fRRTRt STfR Rl RR/rTt 
RIRRR RR Rf RR> Rd RRf RTfRR I RR RETP^cR ftfRIRf 
RkT ft RTrI I I RIRTR RT^RR ft TflRTTFR fRRTRV 5Tftf 
Rl RRfRfR WT ?T RRf 4^ RT 7^ ^ | 

[r'o RTCf- 6 ( 2)/fi 8— 6 9/RT7: nrir-p/ 1245 ] 


(Office of the Chief Controller of Imports and Exports 

Neiv Delhi, the 18 th January 1972 
S.O. 723. — M/s. Boehringer-Knoll Limited, Bomba; 
were granted Licence No. P/D/2181048 dated 15tl 
March, 1971, under West German Credit for import o 
Paranitroaminodiol valued Rs. 20,00,000. They hav 
requested for the issue of duplicate E.C. Copy of th' 
said licence on the ground that the original copy of th 
licence has been lost. 

2. In support of their contention, the applicant hav 
filed an affidavit. The undersigned is satisfied that th 
original E.C. Copy of the licence referred to viz. P/D 
2181648 dated 1.0th March, 1971. has h^en lost and direc 
that duplicate E.C. Copy of the licence In questio: 
should be Issued to them. The original E.C. Copy 1 
cancelled. 

3 . The duplicate copy of the licence is being issue' 
separately. 

[No. Ch/B-19 (4-5) / AM 71/R.M.3/2782. 

,T. SHANKAR, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports, 
for Chief Control er of Imports & Exports 

(RRI fffRRR, RTRRT-fRRfrr RT RTRfRR) 

ft fRiyftn 18 RRRTf 1972 
ftofto 7 2 3,-RRlfr RtfuRT RtR ° t T-t 'rfiTHRt 
RR-fr RJR R mftR 2 0 , 0 0 , 0 0 0 ** R ReR f RTTRr^tirfR- 
frflRR R RTRTR f fRi 7 RR RT^f'R Rc ft/ft / 2181648 
fTRTR 15-3-71 RRTR fRRT RRT RT I R*RT 
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rt$rr qrT rst Urf+RR faRiTT srfir +r qEjfRfq rtrV 
% fe'l TR TrSTlT qR f % Ref RsT 

fqfTRR fTTSTR RUT V; -I? % I 

2. R-T4 RE 0 RR4'-7 R SJTTSqi qiR 4 '7+ setr 

q?r TifeR fwr 1 1 fR^Frrsrr} R' 3^3 £ % reTir 

RTPRR R o qY/lf f/ 21816 48 fTRT+ 15- 3 - 7 I +T R3T 
fTfa-RR fRiTTT RpR ffiYRTRT tf+faWTIR 

RirRfT +1 4Xr fafRRR f-T44R Rf(T +1 R-TfRfR RT+Uh 
quf qY rtU qrr vet! qrf^ 1 RR *[arr fqfRRR fRRRR, 
rTr t % qY Ridv 1 1 

3. RTS^R 'TTf RTlRfq afR RRR R R1TT qft RT 

I I 

[RSRr^T/<V-19(4-5)/lTITR 71/RRITH 3 / 27 82] 

tt+t, 

3R RRTfRTTF, REEET-faR% 
g,>R fuRTT, snrn-fRR% 


(Office of the Chief Controller of Imports and Exports) 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 6th January 1972 

S.O. 724. — Shri M. L. Daga resident of CHAS 
Dhanbad was granted a C.C.P. No. F/J/3035664 dated 
29th March 1971 for Rs. 300/- for the Import of a 32 
Bore Revolver. He has applied for a duplicate copy 
of the C.C.P. oti the ground that the original C.C.P. 
has been lost. It is further stated that the original 
C.C.P. was not registered with any Custom house and 
not utilised. In support of this contention he has filed 
an affidavit. I am satisfied that the original C.C.P. 
No. P/J/3035664 dated 29th Inarch 1971 has been 
lost and direct that a duplicate C.C.P. should be Issued 
to the applicant. The original C.C.P. is cancelled. 

[No. 315.IV/271/AM 71/Adhoc.] 

S. K. USMANI, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Import & Export®. 

fRR iv, R.RTT faqfa *>1 qintfRRi 
mrtr 

R§ fTcvft, 6 REVO) 19 72 

tJRo Wfo 724. — 4TR, R4RTR fTdWt sft TTRo 
53 IT qjj ^ .32 3k f/qu-q 9 SEPTET 

^ fwt^ 300 /-R 0 +t rNt fffifwt rtFer 
R o tft/^/3035664 i%RW 29-3-1971 SETET f+RT 
RRT RT I R^TEI #RT VJRRT fd+IRl T^RR # 
R-jR-rfR srfff TR R1S1R IT STTffin fw | fqr 5JR 
Riwr ?jqR 7 fr+TRt <rcfe rrt 1 1 mr rrtrt rrt f 
fY JJT ^ffurr fWRT qTfEE f+Rt RPTT 7U+ + HEH Y 
Rff qETRT RRT RT RVe RR+l RRRlR R^lr f+RT RRT 


RT I ?R 34? % RERR if RRjfR tr^T ?m RR RTf’TR f+RT| I 
# R-R/S S f+ ER #RT RRT frl4,TR( 

3035664 29-3-1971 RT 4RT | 5ftT 

| f% RT^TT RT RR fRfr rUtT 7 JET ffRFIRt RUt 

%RT RTRT I 

TJR RlRT EE4T [4+101 irfe f%RT RTRT | I 

[ RWT 315. 4/27l/t( ER 7 l/tmT+ ] 

17 R 0 %o RRRTRf, 

RR R®T fRRwuF, RlWnRRfR I 


(Office of the Chief Controller of Imports and Exports) 
ORDER 

New Delhi m the 13th January 1972 

S.O. 725. — -The Chairman, Uttar Pradesh State Elec- 
tricity Board. Vidhan Bhavan, Lucknow were granted 
an import licence No. G/HP/2075340/D/SW/21/H/21/ 
CG.II, dated 13th May, 1965 for Rs. 99,89,579.25P 
(Rupees ninety nine lakhs eighty nine thousand five 
hundred and seventy nine paise twenty five only in- 
cluding entranced value from time to time). They have 
applied for the issue of a duplicate Exchange Control 
Purposes copy of the said licence on the ground that 
the original Exchange Control copy has been lust/mis- 
plaeed. It is further slated that the original Exchange 
Control copy was registered with State Bank of India, 
Lucknow and utilised partly. II was utilised for 
Rs. 47.38.203.25P and the baiance available on it was 
Rs. 52,51.376/-. 

2 . In support of this contention, the applicant has 
filed an affidavit. I am accordingly satisfied that the 
original Exchange Control Purposes copy of the said 
licence has bean Jost, Therefore, in exercise of the 
powers conferred under sub-clause 9(CC) of the Imports 
(Control) Order 1955 dated 7th December, 1955 as 
amended, the said original Exchange Control Purposes 
copy of licence No. G/HP/2075340/D/SW/21/C/li/21/ 
CG.II, dated 18th May, 19C5, issued to Chairman, Uttar 
Pradesh Stale Electricity Board, Vidhan Bhawan, 
Lucknow is hereby cancelled. 

3. A duplicate Exchange Control Purposes Copy of 
the said licence is being issued separately to the 
licensee. 

[No. CG.il/HEP/U-23-26/ 64-65.] 
S. A. SESHAN, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports. 

(r:r Trrrr, rirtr fairfcT «pt rt^rr) 
rtrst 

Rf feTY, 13 Efidfr, 1972 

TJR° Rf° 725 . — YrT#R, RrlT nYw TRT^fREt 
®frf , frsrpT «m, R6H+ +r 99 , 89 , 579 - 25 /- e° 

(Pf 5 TTR% RET TT'lft sh+K RTR Rt RSTRt Eo ifty; q 
RR RIR, RRR RRR RT 4 pT[ % f^pr 

^ RTRTR RT^RR Ro 'ft/2075340/tft/((R 1R?R/ 

2l/lTR/2l/lEft. RfT 2 fRTTNf 18-5-65 TRET f+RT RRT RT I 
RRrETRqR RT 3 TTR qT RTT Mw (TOR Rfd qY RRfRfq 
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etMY xet % farr ie ETfnx ex etxee Mit | fanjE 
eet Mer e MMe xfr Mr xf &/wxtete x| 1 1 w 
Mt eMMe Me eet ^ fxr xxr tjrr Mere fEEW xfE 
shE ETC iflXT, M«Hd) ir EMM! EXlM XY Mfa 5WT EtMp 

3XEYX Me EET XT I IEXT EXElE 47,38, 203-25 Eo 

% fxrq; Me eet xt xYx ie ex M eewt xxxrfT 

52,51,376/- X° «fT I 

2. IE eM % EEM if !IW % TfE EET XX XlfM<4 
fsfnrr I I E^TEfX, if EE^ | fap m ETIEE # 1JE RET 
Mere MMe srfx Mt it | i «te : eet wtfer tteix 
(MMx) wPrr, 1955 Mirr 7 - 12-1955 # ewe 
9 (xft ssft) *r we srfHxxfr xt xeYe w it eexre, 
EEI tMt Mfe lEf^lfEft Eli, MtTE WE, EEE$ MY 

5TT& Mf EE ETIEE E° MY /EE <fY/20 75 34o/MY/<TR 
3^/2l/#/TT/2l/Ef/MY-2 iEETE 18-5-65 XT EXE 

ije ^sr Mere MMx xYe t£ee sttt x^ MY ettY 1 1 
eee etiee xYY wr Mere fxwx xfE xrY eeMt 

ETIEEERt XTt EEE E ElMY X?Y ET XifY | I 

[Ro jff TfY 2/EE t Xt/X-23-26/64-65] 
0[E° ^0 RETE, 

EE W fEXET, ETEIE-fEEtE I 


(Office of the Chief Controller of Imports and Exports) 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 6th January 1972 

SO 726. — M/s. Indian National Diesel Engine Com- 
pany Limited, P61B, Circular Garden Reach Road. 
Kidderpore, Calcutta-43 were granted an import Licence 
No. .P/C-2O02473/S/KQ/4O/H/31.32/KQ/G9/Sp. Cell 
dated 24th August 1971, for Rs. 1,20,000/- (One Lakh 
and Twenty Thousand only). They have surrendered 
the licence to this office for cancellation as they are 
no longer interested in operating the same. 

2. I am accordingly satisfied that the Company does 
not want to utilise the said licence. Therefore in 
exercise of the powers conferred under Sub-clause 9 
(cc) of the Import (Control) O.der, 1955 dated 7th 
December, 1955 as amended the said original Customs 
Purposes/Exchange Control Ffirrposes Copy of Licence 
No. P/C/2062473 dated 24th August, 1971, Issued 
to M/s. Indian National Diesel Engine Company Limited, 
Calcutta-43 is hereby cancelled, 

[No. Spcl/1.7 /KL.7/70.71/12GG.] 

(EXE fEEWI ETETX-fEE r X XT RTeWe) 

eMt 

Ef MMY, 6 EXEXY 1972 

IJEoUito 726. — EE s Ef i%EE EEEE XMr iEE xi' o 
frfo ft 6'1 MY EXfEX ElMx XfX, EEWT-43 

XlY 1,20,000/- Eo (ir^7 EIXT EfE EEfX EXE RTE) % Ml 
i^ElETEEflEEEo eY/xY/2062473 ^E/% X^/40/ee/ 


31.32/M XE 69/PfTR EE fXETE 24-8-1971 Ef'lfE 
fXTET EEf Ef I EX|tT ETIE E XI f XEE MfEEIE XXETEE 
MY lEfxPT EEfEE XIX flET | ETTfM EE T I RET TfEfE 
EXE % fEq; R^'f | I 

2. RTERTX, ^ fxi XTEEf ETIRE XT 

TEEtE Eff XERT EI^Tf 1 1 IRfER EET E-irif Ed EfEfT 
(fREEE) eMt, 19 55 xft ET-ETXf 9(Ef eY) MftXT 
7- 12-1 95 5 T WET WE Ef'TTTXT XT RE YE XTX EflRE 
Eo Tf/ET /2062473 fTTtXI 24-8-1971 ^f EfTf TEE 
XTE TiEf/WT Mere Yeete etereei EfTEt eY EE MY 
ifeEE EeEE EfEE I EE F -P o txfo TEXEI-4 3 XT Tiff 
XT E^ MY EEEiTXf X? XfY ETTY | I 

[EEET EfEE/ 1.7/% 7 / 70 - 71 / 1266 ] 

New Delhi, the 15t?r January 1972 

S.O. 721. — M/s. Cambridge Instruments (India) Limit- 
ed, Poona were granted an import licence No. P/ G/ 
2061507/S/KQ/35/H/29.30/KQ’68/ Sp. Cell doted 25th 
August, 1970 fo r Rs. 50,000/- (Rupees Fifty Thousand 
only). They have applied for the issue of a duplicate 
Customs Purposes Copy of the said licence on the ground 
that the original Customs Purposes Copy has been lost. 
It is further staled that the original Customs Purposes 
Copy was registered with the Customs authorities at 
Bombay. 

It was reported to have been utilised for Rs. 22,668/ - 
and the balance available on it was reported to be 
Rs. 27,332/-. 

2- In support of this contention the applicant has 
filed an alhdavit on a stamped paper in the prescribed 
form, I apr accordingly satisfied that the original Cus- 
toms Purposes Copy of the said licence has been lost. 
Therefore in exercise of the powers conferred under 
Sub-Clause 9 (ce) of the Import (Control) Order, 1955 
dated 7th December, 1955 as amended the said original 
Customs Purposes Copy of licence No. P/C/2061597, 
dated 25th August, 1970 issued to M/s Cambridge In- 
struments (India) Ltd., Poona is hereby cancelled. 

3. A duplicate Customs Purposes Copy of the said 
licence is being issued separately to the licensee. 

[No. SPCI./C.4/KL.6/ 69-70/ 1239.] 
S. R. MINOCHA, 

Joint Chief Controller of Imports & Exports. 
Et MfY, 15 EETXY, 19 72 

XTyo 72 7.— RE MY ^MeIE^RER (ifWl ) fE°, 

^[ET MY 50,000 /- E 0 (TTTE TET t X 0 ETE ) XT TXT ETETT 
ET?EE Eo fT/MY/2O61597/0[E/M/XE/35/EE/29-3O/ 
M xe’68/Mee £e feriE 25 -S -1970 t%x Teet eet 
ET I TT)T'’i EXT TT?EE X?T EEfEfT MYRTEcXI TIE ETSfY 
EfT % fE^ ?R ETErr qy ETTTE fxET | RE MYRTEEE 
XTEETEfY EfE m Ef t I ETE E? EETET EXT | ft RE eM- 
TEP ETEEXEY eFe MYrTEcXT ETfEETXY % RTE EMYf.T 

XWtEf MY I 

EE tFeeM Feet EET I fM 2 2, 6 6 8/- Eo ETifEE 

XT EtMYE XEfEET EXT ^E^ET 27, 3 32/-Eo ElX^YxET 
ET I 
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2- TTfe TW £ fife fi iffefe T ffefe TO 
Jr ^ tt-tt tt ferw fen $ i tttttt: 

# { Fc 3TfT Tff JJT feT TFT fefejT SIFt 

wt Tf | i stPtt, tWtt ?tpitt (fTfer ) few, 

1955ferF 7-12-1 955TfeffiIFT 9 (iff iff ) %S5FWWT 
STTrT ferfet T1 life vE^TT off /iff/ 2 0 dj 5 9 7 

fcfer 2 5-8-1970 7?r TWT fel Tpq fe life fer 5f> 

irffe sfirzfer (fefe ) Fw°, yrr tt fer ft 
fe fe iTT^sm 7? fer sum 1 1 

3 . "ITT ttjtt tff fewfE ’fer w, fe fefr 

vm f fei qfr orr Tjfi $ 1 


[TWi’W'ff feW/fff.4/% ^.6/69-70/1239] 

fern ferfe, 

R’jfr w fafen, smrrw-Ffifer i 


(Office of the Chief Controller of Imports and Exports) 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 2nd February 1972 

S.O. 728.— Import licence No. G/R/2087245 doted 
21st October 1969 for Rb. 898 lor the import of Pile rod 
assembly dash pot assembly & propeller shaft was 
issued in favour of M/s. J. Stone & Co. India Pvt. Ltd., 
Calcutta against Free Resources. 

The llcencee have now requested for the issue of 
Duplicate Customs purposes copy of the above said 
licence on the ground that the original Customs pur- 
poses copy has been lost or misplaced by them. It 
has been further reported by them that the 'licence re- 
mained unutilised and was not registered with any 
Customs house. 

In support of their contention, the applicants have 
(lied an affidavit alongwith application & Treasury 
receipt of Rs. 5. The undersigned is satisfied that the 
original Customs purposes copy of Import licence No. 
G/K/2087246 dated 21st October, 1969 has been lost or 
misplaced and directs that a Duplicate Customs Pur- 
poses copy of the said licence should be issued to 
them. In exercise of the powers conferred on the 
undersigned under Clause 9 of the Imports Control 
Order No. 17/55 dated 7th December, 1955, as amended 
from time to time, the original Customs purpose? copy 
is hereby cancelled. 

The Duplicate Customs Purposes copy of the licence 
is being issued separately. 

rNo. 25. J /Rly/69. 7 0/GLS/483. ] 

T. A. RASHID. 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports. 
for Chief Controller of Imports & Exports. 

tit ffewi wnrifr ffe.tr «fi 

fit fe "1 2 Tifef, 19 7 2 

(JRofe 728. lElfe #0 feripisfe ^fenno 

fe, ’RTfiiTTT Wf ’ITT afcff TEH TtTT x'fa feefe 


fe Spfcfef fe ferpl F^P? 898 1J° % 

fe tpr fetfeo 7fI/?m:/2 08 7 2 45ft'filT 21-10-69 

sfe Fttt w «n i 

TUT T 5TT TTTTT TfJ’T’T # feT TJcfiT 
fTfer few # sr-rffe fef fef % fe srnwn: it 
ferr Fru $ Fw if? fer FwTwwr few sfe art 
fif ^ tt 5 TPrrrF«r ft w£ 1 1 w^fw ww fe $=wwr ft $ 
Ft feWW TT Wwfe Tiff FtTT TUT TT fe Wife Ff.fe 
fer TPlfe if effew Wjff feETT TTT TT I 

*fe fe % tptww t fefe % Trrwww qrr feT su» 

fe fefe ife % TTTT trT7 TPITfe feT ^ I 

ferf^TT^Tfi TTfT | Ft TITTT t)/wr/ 

2087245 FfeT 21 - 10-69 Tt ifT fer?[cT Ffifet 
tFt <j> gf Tr’TRTTtr gf | fe Ffife ^frr | Ft gfet 

TTT iTi^fT qff ferupp FTfef fe Tf TfiftFr smff *tft 

fef TtF^tt 1 p-jpr rrfFT r TT prr TTlftlT mTTcT FtTTTT 
wfe (To 17/55 FfeTt 7 - 12-1955 Tit STK 1 9 % 
’T’T’fT FdTT|TTT«rd' Tf 5R7T nFERTTf TT TTfT TTrT ff[ 

rt fer ffeTt rFt t^Tsro t?- tFt srrfft 1 1 

TPfe spt felT-f FTWft TFT Tit TITFoTF'T 5PTT 

V> Ni 

T 5fltt T?t TT ft I 

[TrtTT 7 O/tf/uT/OTl/ 48.3] 

TTrto rr 0 Tfe 

T'T TTT f-FTTF TTITTT FfiTlT I 

-o 

MINISTRY OF INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT 
ORDERS 

New Delhi . the 18th February 1972 

S.O. 729. — The Central Government hereby makes the 
following amendment in the notified Order of the 
Government of India, Ministry of Industrial Develop- 
ment No. S.O. 5174/15/IDRA/71 dated 16th November. 
1971. 

Chairman 

For Shri A. Bose Offg. Secretary Commerce & 
Industry Deptt,, West Bengal Govt., Calcutta. 
Read Shri A. Bose, Special Officer & Ex-officio 
Secretary, Commerce & Industry Deptt., West 
Bengal Government, Calcutta, 

[No. 9(29)/71-LP(2).] 

ferF’pft f*rTTH femti 

few 

18'fe$, 1972 

^’To'tfro 729. — %Tffr ETTTT rrTTSTTT NRT BHR 
% ferflfe fTTTTT Rdlrtq % tlN^TT few #0 Wfofffa 
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si74/i5/*nf it *nr q/ 7 i ftRta 16-11-1971 % 
PrRfi i Pad tftfsrc 4rdt | 1 

ssft sftCT STKW 

ffm gift«T PniFT, qfim 

4 RFT R'DblT W 5 TTT I W F 4 H TV 

> 4 t t[o ;*tH PiflMiTy+id 
jrrfaptr tftt srcfPi fan nr 

qfWT SFTTH TTFFTT, 4^T- 

^rrr i i 


[ffotnfio 9(29)/7I ^5fo ff(2)] 

S.O. 730.— The Ceneral Government hereby makes the 
following amendment in the notified Order of the 
Govt of India Ministrv of Industrial Development 
No. S.O. 5775/ 15/IDRA/71 dated 16th November, 1971. 

Chairman 

For Shri A. Bose Officiating Secretary, Commerce 
& Industry Peptt. West Bengal Govt., 
Calcutta. 

Read Shri A. Bose, Special Officer & Ex-offlclo 
Secretary, Commerce & Industry Depth, West 
Bengal Government Calcutta. 

[No. F. 9(30)/71/LP(l).] 

S. A. T. RIZVI, Under Secy. 

7 30. — 4>St*7 OTI ff/TSSm ^Pcf ARffOT 4: 

s T ls ftfiro Prom traw % wftpjftcr srt^i *rro 

5775/l5/*rrf it ?T1T n;y 71 f%TFF 1 6—11“ 1 971 % 
fdHpipT'T HwHH’T ^ I 
>4t tto s{TR NFTW 
d t Pum ?FTT USI>f fWT, ifrTR 

irrrtT ir<4iK, ! fwtit i £ 

?$[ IT O fwnfdTTTt 

ajrP'W d*IT ^fpl fo*PT 

Tfv^nr w, *fh- 

*rfT I 4f*F I 

[tTTfjo 9( 30)/71 Tr^(l)J 

TTRo flo cfto fl\j|4t, S A ^4 7 I 


MTTflhT FTRrr ¥TF4T 

df frwt, 15 TRTft, 1972 

q*T° 731. — TUFT jpjRi qy; TTSMsiR VfTTdW 

ITFT^ 5RT«rr (tFTFR fw[) 1955 % faftraR 

3 % ( 2) sftT ( 3 ) % 4FWF vrp-fftT RETT 

7TP4T STTT fw^nnT ft f% IS: 10-1970 ‘4FT 

%t 4 fofr % fair r - 4 i 4 .^ %t frfwfo (itiim (prfom) 
PnitfriT %t if If 1 7TF?ft4 w hfit (tniFFr f%rgpr) 
dip'll % TFlf % faffr fdft/lfv. 10 4 d 4 'Pt, 1972 % 
wpj £t srrwr *frr IS 1 o- 1 9 64 ^ft ^4% am Tify*fad 

gt»lf I 29 4TTertt 1 97 2 TF TFT TFI ITPJ T^ft I 


[%o inr it/ 1 3 : 2 ] 

S.O. 732. — In pursuance of sub-regulations (2) am 
(3) of regulation 3 of the Indian Standards Institution 
(Certification Marks! Regulations, 1955, us amended 
from time to time, the Indian Standards Institution 
hereby notifies that IS:G177-1971 specification for phos- 
phamidon water soluble concentrates has been establ- 
ished. For purposes of Indian Standards Institution 
(Certification Marks) Scheme this specification shall 
come into force with effect from 16th December, 1971. 

[No. CMD/ 13:2.1 
M. V. PATANKAR, Director (Central Marks). 

STto 732. — W TUFT l D r TnffrftJrT RDcftig RFPn 
FF7T (SDTFR feRTff) fdfddff, 1955% fapFIR 3 % Bff- 
fdififfHT ( 2) sftT ( 3) % snjffF '-HF-fid RFFF TF4T 3TTI 

STftl^d f%m^FTT| f% IS : 6177-1971 TRT % tf^FT- 
eta 'Tup+iIhI'SI'I (Wrta %t ffi ^ | «fi cffta 

TfFRi TTFTT (h*h u n ) 4DFTT k>ia7 % fdPvifkJ 

16f?TWT! 1971 RWnjgT'TFFft I 


[%o Tft tnr it/ 1 3: 2] 


ITTfo ito 1 14'1 e t''t, 

frr&Ffi (%?5?T TT4%) I 


(Indian Standards Institution) 

New Delhi , the 15th January 1972 

S.O. 731,— In pursuance of sub-regulations (2) and 
(3) of regulation 3 of the Indian Standards Institution 
(Certification Marks) Regulations, 1955, as amended 
from time to time, the Indian Standards Institution 
hereby notifies that IS:10-1970 Specification for Plywood 
tea-chests (third revision) has been established. For 
purposes of the Indian Standards Institution (Certifica- 
tion Marks) Scheme this specification shall come into 
force with effect from 10 January, 1972 and the super- 
seeded version, namely IS:10-1964 shall also run con- 
currently with the new version uplo 29th February , 

1972- 

[No. CMD/ 13:2,1 


DEPARTMENT OF COMPANY AFFAIRS 

Chartered Accountants 
New Delhi, the 28th January 1972 

S.O, 733.- — 111 pursuance of paragraph 1 of Sche- 
dule B to the Chartered Accountants Regulations, 
1964, the Central Government hereby recognises the 
following examination as equivalent to the Interme- 
diate Examination of a University Constituted by Law 
in India, namely: — 

Diploma in Commercial Practice, awarded by the 
Board of Technical, Education, Government of 
Kerala. 

TNo. F. 8/2/71-IGC.I 
M. C. VERMA, Under Secy. 
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sfteft ftiRifqRlR n«f 5f.R Vrf 

( sjprr'I'rtr ftnun) 

RTdf mflTRP: 

2 8 RRmft, 187 1 

<fiT°WT° 733. — RTdf rjFnjJd fafdRR, 1964 
snjg^fr «r $ dm i rtjrtr if, rwp, farq- 
fHfmff TT, nri7 R fafij JTTT fifed f%Et fe^R- 

ffiRTBR i.\ q-rnfn ir fififipr % r irg^PT 
RimfiT mft t, Rfiferl — 

' ’S 

mm rptp, fwr mi mm rrtr fmn 

fiRT RTfepHI ofififirR if femtRT I 

[Ro IvTo 8/2/71-mio5ffolfto] 

rro qfo mrf, ?rm: r1%r i 


MINISTRY OF TOURISM AND CIVIL AVIATION 

Ne 10 Delhi, the 1st February 1972 

S.O. 734. — In exercise of the powers conferred 
by section 4 of the Air Corporations Act, 1953 (27 of 
1953), and in supersession of all previous notifications 
and orders on the subject, the Central Government 
-nereby directs that, with immediate effect and until 
further orders, the Board of Directors of Air -India 
Corporation shall consist of the following, namely:— 

Chairman 

Shri J. R. D, Tata. 

Managing Director 

Air Marshal M. S. Chaturvedi. 

Directors 

Shri N. P. Sen, Chairman, Indian Airlines. 

AVM S. A- Hussain, Mg. Director, Indian Airlines. 
Shri N. Khosla Jt. Secretary, Min. of T&CA. 

Shri Ravi J. Matthai. 

Shri K. N. Mookerji. 

Shri M. S. Sundara, Chairman-cum-M. D., ITDC, 
Shri S. K. Kgoka, Commercial Director, Air-Indla. 

Shri K. K. Unni, Asstt. General Manager, Air- 
India. 

Shri K. G. Appuawamy, Director of Engg., Air- 
India. 

I No. AV. 18013/3/7 i-AC.J 

fiRRfi flfe RRTT ffifirRfi 

fif fepsft 1 TPmef, 197 2 

t^0 W>° 734 . mfiffifiR STfuffiRR, 19 53 (1953 

Tl 27) dfl RDT 4 % 5FI TTH TTffiRRT T1 Tfilfi filTfi 

RRT ?R ffiTR TT Rfi! <JR RflPJRRnqT fi-fe SITfisff TT 

*riwrR mm p. mm ffimr d=fr | 

iffe RTfimfr ?n%wr rrt, RRmTf'mRi mrmrmrd 
% RTd ff fa Fifed Sfifod R fad fed ^fif, RfiTd:- 

4fSR9T : ^0 RTm ff° dpi 


TRRi-famr : TridfdT RRoTtro 

fafeTR «ft udo Tto m, mud, fafeRR mp_ 
HI^R 

rtffT fif^R RPTH RRo Jo j^RR, RR 
falViR, tT9 /-rt 1 7m 

'4r pro dfrmrr, rrrr rFrr, mimr tfir 

RTRT faRTRR RRTRR 
«ft yfa Rirenf 
4t %“o JR<* R-f fe 

4\ JR° tr^o ^TT, fi JfdRf- 

fatfiR, RFd RRtTR ffiRTR fafiR 
fe RRo %o JRR, RTpR^RF fRRTTRT, trip. 
^firgRT 

Rt ^ 0^0 Rnff, RfpPF R^mtr«P, C[RT 
tflRT 

«ff %o Rto iCp-^Bff, ^TfffRRfT, fR 7 - 
7PR Rtp-dfiRRI 

[Ro iTo iffo 1 8913 / 3/7 1 — iffo ] 

S.O. 735. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 4 of the Air Corporations Act, 1953 (27 of 
1953), and in supersession of all previous notifications 
and orders on the subject, the Central Government 
hereby directs that, with immediate effect and until 
farther orders, the Board of Directors of Indian Air- 
lines Corporation shall consist of the following, name- 
ly.— 

Chairman 

Shri N. P. Sen. 

Managing Director 
AVM. S. A. Hussain. 

Directors. 

Shri J. R. D. Tata. Chairman, Air-lndia 

A/M M. S. Chaturvedi, Managing Director, Air- 

Indla. 

Shri N. Khosla, Jt. Secretary, Min. of T&CA, 

Shri Rarvi J. Mathai, 

Shri K. N. Mookerji. 

Shri M. S. Sundara, Chairman-cum-M. D., ITDC. 

Shri V. Satyamurti, Financial Controller, Indian 
Airlines. 

Shri C. J. Lisely, Cpmmercial Director, Indian 
Airlines. 

Air Marshal O. P. Mehra, Chairman, H. A. L. 

[No. AV 18013/3/71-AC.J 
N. SEHGAL. Secy. 
ITRo R>0 72 5. — dTR ffffiR WtRlRdR, 195 3 

(1953 rr 27 ) Rt rkt 4 % mm rrh RfRmfr rt rr)r 

TPi R«R tR FRRR RTRRt JR RflRJRRT’ff R>T mmff 
RT RftPRRR RTR gif, %dffd RT^TT fq^r ?.fr 

t f% RFmHR RtT RTRTRt RrtRT RR, fFmRR RTRTTPR 
mmfrtRR fff^TRr rtr r fRmfmFmR wfmi RftgfRR 
ffR, mfrj: — 

RtpaT 


4\ rv^o rfl-o frR 
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tjip!: qr$?T *rrsfar t£R° TTo 

: sft ^0 *TR° tffo 3T2TT, W^JT, qRT- 

?fw I 

CPF RnH tnro^ro q^HJ 

fa&PF, trq-<-#Wr I 
«rV tt^-o qrtwr, rnjqrr rrfaw, qq2R 
$At qur?: faffmi - qqm t 
Tfq rumf 

ssfV %o ^5ff 

sfV t^oi^To f^TT, 5TEZT5T *f 

PT^TTF, RTTT <vfo fWTF ftOR | 

sffqt° Rr^njfr, fwfaqqqr, ?fwr 

tnr^TTf^T I 

sffqfiqo qifqRT fHY^FP 

fffj'hH tjq'T^R 

trqr Rlom *ft° 'ffo %fTT, STStTR 
ttqimfzqR fao i 
[?ro qo if> 0 1 80 13 / 3/7 1 -qo *ft°] 
^0 ^«rfT, sf** I 

fqf#, 22 fc^ap: 1971 

vto wro 5 57o.-^irR iqfqfqqw, i934 qft srm 6 

qftqwu ( 1) qrtspw (??) srTr^^vrfqq^qqTJT'HTqiT^ 
jit, wi qr*im ?rr*vr ^r> § fV *rmr itcttt 
S f: qjfjq wrc rut foRFFT R5rrarq qft r° qrr<> 

«ito 5363 fqRtqr 4 fqflTsrr 1971 ir uqur# qpj^qf 
fqrqfafaq STqtjsfr Im qfdTTTfqd qfr ^ift Wrt : — 


flisr 

tPttet qrr farmT 

(i) 

(2) 

trrrfrq 

fqrtfr -*fr fw # rrt if tFtct ^ ?u% rnfi 


q^rnr ?rfT Rrpfrr Tmurr if iRrf^T 
ruff qnjTNT, Tqrr Ftrrr rr^rfq^rrqr 
arm qif I fiwr if, ntt-titt qr tri 


q-F'TjFTT, ttpt qrr, qq-q q«Fr Rmr 
if TJTT % STT TIT fpqfrT FTTlfTT % 
rfqtr if srj>?rf qrr qraq qrfif i 


rfo qrro q;o ^f~i 1015/4/71^ 


n Tflfl a h ijfrrw, trfVq i 


r<t h^to»i 

4* 

flfgr qw 

TTffo wto 736 . — RKT % TJ^O SHTTEim, TlTta 
24 ^WW, 1971 «ffl$ra«r 3, 1893 

•RUT 2, W*S 3, Rq-?jtrj (ji) % 3158 % 3160 

qqr qmr qr qqrTftmr rttu rr^T % w; mimr q?t wfsr- 
gf-m qwT tto m° 5242 , Rrffqr 24 qqrsn;, 1971 
if- — 

1. qcs 3159 IT: — 

(i) 3 ir, "#,” «fk "(qr)” * to"-” wn: 

pqrfqFT ; 

(ii) mtR 9 ir, "fcff 1 1 h” 

«?; 

(iii) Jf -“ 

(qr) ’WflfWT 7 % irpcft "qrTfqjWEE” %faij 
“ qqfoNTT ff' qf 1 

( J q) w riw a % rurT "ifnif ^qqTqff” 
qr fair "qqii; qrqqmT” qf 

(q) wifwt 9$ rrm^'‘5H5fir”%to[ , 'fHarn” 

qf 1 

(*) ^qqjsqr u R m qr fwnf 

%5rof qJ 

2. <JC5 3160 qr, ir,: 

(qr) qiq-^rn is^htr^ ^mfC' 

%■ fiqtr "fq^q q^sfr jrqFft" qf 
(qr) q^r hwt 1 9 ir rrmir "REqiwr" % fmr 
"qt^rt’FFT’’ qf 

[n®TT 1 0/32/7 l-irqo STKo] 

qiqrq; q^r, »r%q 1 

ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 

New Delhi, the 10 th February 1972 
S.O, 737. — In pursuance of section 106 of the Repre- 
sentation of the People Act, 1951, the Election Commis- 
sion hereby publishes the judgment dated the 20th 
January, 1972 of the High Court of Punjab & Haryana 
in Election Petition No. 5 of 1971. 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA 
AT CHANDIGARH. 

CIVIL ORIGINAL SIDE 
Election Petition No. 5 or 1971 

1. Sardar Singh son of S. Sant Singh, resident of 

Dharam Pura Bazar, Patiala. 

2. Kartar Singh son of Gum am Singh, resident of 

village Bhoglan Tehsil Rajpura, District 
Patiala.— 

— Petitioners. 

Versus 

1. Shri Sat Paul Kapur, Member Parliament, New 
Delhi. 
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2. Sardar Gian Singh Rarewala, village and post 

office Rara Tehsi) and District Ludhiana. 

3. Maharani Mohinder Kaur, Ex-Member Parlia- 

ment, Moti Bagh Palace, Patiala — Respondents. 

Election petition under Sections 80 and 81 of the Rep- 
resentation of People Act, 1951, praying that this 
Hon’ble Court be pleased to hold that corrupt practices 
within the meanings of section 123(2), (3), (4), (0) and 
(7) of the Act have been committed by Respondent No. 1, 
the returned candidate, his agents and other persons 
with his consent and the election of Respondent No. l 
to the Lok Sabha from Patiala Parliamentary Consti- 
tuency be declared void and the costs of the petition be 
allowed to the petitioner. 

Par.sF.NT : 

The Hon’ble Mr. Justice D. K. Mahajan 

For the Petitioner. — Mr. F. Lall Setia Advocate for 
Petitioner Kartar Singh. 

For the Respondents. — Mr. H. L. Sibal, Senior 
Advocate, (Mr. Harbhagwan Singh, Advocate, 
Mx. R. L. Sharma, Advocate and Mr. S. P. 
Gupta, Advocate with him) Mr. J. P. Chowdhri, 
Advocate, for the respondent No. 2. 

JUDGMENT 

Respondent 1. Shri Sat Paul Kapur, was declared 
elected as a member of the Lok Sabha from the Patiala 
Parliamentary Constituency in the poll held on 5th of 
March, 1971. The counting took place on the 10th o£ 
March, 1971, and the result was declared on the 12tli 
of March, 1971. There were three candidates in the 
field including the returned candidate, Mr. Gian Singh 
Rarewala and Maharani Mohinder Kaur. 

Sardar Singh and Kartar Singh filed petition under 
sections 80 and 81 of the Representation of People Act, 
1951, calling in question the election of the returned 
candidate on 26th of April, 1971. This petition was 
contested by the returned candidate. Later on, Sardar 
Singh’s counsel xnade an application orally praying that 
be play be permitted to withdraw from the contest. 
This prayer was rejected by me by my order dated 
October 11, 1971, on the short ground that the petition 
was by two petitioners and one of them could not with- 
draw the same. Kartar Singh, however, wanted to 
continue the petition. He engaged another counsel. 
The counsel who was representing him namely Mr. 
Mohinder Jit Singh Sethi, made a prayer that he may 
be permitted to withdraw from the case. This prayer 
was allowed. The counsel who was engaged by Kartar 
Singh then examined evidence. As many us eight 
witnesses were examined and at the last hearing fixed 
for the evidence, a statement was made by Kartar 
Singh that he did not wish to appear in the witness- 
box and was closing his case. At this stage, an appli- 
cation was moved by one Pran Nath that Kartar Singh 
had colluded with the returned candidate and he may 
be permitted to prosecute the petition. A notice of this 
application was issued to the counsel for the returned 
candidate. They put in their reply and before any 
order could be passed, Pran Nath disappeared from 
the scene and in his place one Ajit Singh made an ap- 
plication in the same terms as the application of Pran 
Nath. I permitted Ajil Singh to agitate the matter in 
place of Pran Nath and the matter was referred for 
decision, on the question whether such an application 
was maintainable, to a larger Bench. The larger Bench 
heard the matter on January 10, 1972, and by Its deci- 
sion dated January 19, 1972, held that neither Pran 
Nath nor Ajit Singh could make the petition of the 
kind they had made. The petitions made by them were, 
accordingly, rejected. 

The position now Is that there is only Kartar Singh 
in the field who has closed his evidence. The respon- 
dents have led no evidence. The evidence led by 
Kartar Singh does not prove any of the corrupt prac- 
tices alleged in the election petition. Therefore, there 


Is no material on the basis of which the election of the 
returned candidate can be set aside. In this view of 
the matter, I reject the petition of Sardar Singh and 
Kartar Singh and burden them with costs amounting 
to Rs, 1,000. 


January 20, 1972. 


Sd./- D. K. Mahajan, 
Judge. 


[No. 82/PB/5/71. 1 


New Delhi, the 11th February 1972 
S.O. 738.— In pursuance of section 106 of the Re- 
presentation of the People Act, 1951, the Election Com- 
mission hereby publishes the judgment, pronounced on 
the 14th January, 1972 by the High Court of Orissa, 
in Election Petition No. 8 of 1971, 

Ejection Petition No. 5 of 1971 

In the matter of an application under section 80 
of the Representation of the People Act, 1951. 

Narasingha Charan Mohanty — Petitioner. 

versus 

Surendra Mohanty — Respondent,. 

For petitioner.— M/s. S. Miara (1), S. C. Misra, 
S. P. Mohapatra, S. Kar and Miss Rama Natia. 

For respondent.— M/s, R. Mohanty, G. B. Mohanty 
and D. Sahu, 


Phesent : 

The Honourable Mr. Justice B. C. Das. 

Das, J., 

The petitioner in this election petition was a regis- 
tered voter for the Kendrapara Parliamentaffy consti- 
tuency (Lok Sabha) in respect of the election held on 
5th March, 1971. The sole respondent Shri Surendra 
Mohanty was one of the contesting candidates for the 
Lok Sabha and secured the highest number of votes 
and was declared elected on 14th March, 1971. The 
petition questions the election of Shri Surendra 
Mohanty on grounds of corrupt practices under sub- 
sections (3) and (4) of Section 123 of the Representa- 
tion of the People Act, 1951 (hereinafter referred to 
as the Act), 

2. Broadly stated, the allegations under Section 123(3) 
of the Act are that there had been an appeal to reli- 
gious symbol by the respondent through others with his 
consent In an editorial (Ext, 1) in any Oriya Daily 
KAL1NGA of 15th February, 1971 and in a news-item 
(Ex. 2) in the said Daily dated 19th February, 1971 and 
also at a meeting on 15th February, 1971 at Narsaghai 
within the aforesaid Parliamentary Constituency. 

Under Section 123(4) of the Act the allegation i# 
that at the said meeting the respondent made a false 
statement of the facts reflecting on the personal charac- 
ter and conduct of the one of the rival candidates, 
namely, Shri Surendra Nath Dwivedi, In his speech at 
the said meeting and also in the aforesaid news-item 
(Ex. 2). It is alleged further that the respondent knew 
this statement of facts to be false or atleast did not 
believe it to be true. 

3. At the outset certain material aspects of the case 
which are not in dispute deserve to be noticed. Be- 
sides Shri Surendra Nath Dwivedi, there was another 
candidate Shri Pradyumna Kishorre Bal and the votes 
secured by the three candidates are detailed below: — 

Shri Surendra Mohanty 1,23,680 

Shri Surendra Nath Dwivedi 1,20,707 

Shri Pradyumna Kishore Bal 1,11,235 

Shri Surendra Nath Dwivedi was the candidate of 
the Praja Socialist Party (P.S.P.) and had been return- 
ed from this particular Parliamentary Constituency on 
earlier occasions including the elections in 1962 and 
1967 when the respondent Shri Surendra Nath Mohanty 
had also been a contestant. Shri Surendra Mohanty 
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■was the candidate of the Utkal Congress Party of 
which Shxi Biju Patnaik was the leader. The election 
symbol allotted to him by the Election Commissioner 
was a Water-wheel and Plough (HAL-CHAKj referred 
to by the witnesses here as CHAKA LANGALA. 

The respondent was at all material times and even 
now happens to be the editor of the KOLINGA pub- 
lished irorn the Kalinga Press, Cuttack, owned by the 
Kalinga Publication whose chairman was Shri Biju 
Patn&nc. The respondent was arso the Managing 
Editor of the paper from 1963 and had been a Member 
of the LoR Sabha from 1857 to 1862 and of the Rajya 
Sabha from 1952 to 1956. 

The meeting that took place on 15th February, 1971, 
was at Marsaghai as referred to above. This Is within 
the Patkuia Assembly Constituency. This area has 
floods almost every year and there were particularly 
high floods In 1955, 1961, i960 and 1070. Marasaghai 
and its adjoining places had also a heavy cyclone in 
1967 and another in October, 1971 after the election 
now in question. Ft appears that after the 1967 cyclone 
different non-ofildal organisations had come up and 
political and social workers and also Government had 
taken up the cause of providing relief to the distressed 
in these areas as a result of these natural calamities. 

This meeting was one of the several meetings organi- 
sed by the Uticai Congress in the area. It was held in 
the evening and the respondent Shri Surendra Mohanty, 
Snri Biju Patnaik and Shri Hajkishore Nulk addressed 
the meeting. The last mentioned person was one of 
the candidates for the State Legislative Assembly. 

4. Thus, the controversy mainly centres round the 
contents of the speeches delivered at the meeting by 
the respondent and by Shri Biju Patnaik. The other 
part of the dispute bears on the implications of the edi- 
torial (Ex. 1) and oi the news-item (Lx. 2J, wruch is 
nothing other than a report of these speeches delivered 
at the meeting. 

5. The matters to be considered, broadly stated, are 
whether, keeping in view the requirments of sub-section 
(3) and (4j of section 123 of the Act — 

(a) the respondent had any voice in the writing or 
publisnmg of Ex. 1 or Ex. 2? 

(b) a false personal aspersion had been cast on Shri 
Surendra Nath Dwivedi for collecting donations 
and not rendering accounts in the respondent s 
speech or in Ex. 2; and 

(e) there had been an appeal to a religious symbol, 
namely, the plough and the wheel, in Ex.1 or 
in Ex. 2 or by Shri Biju Naik in his speech with 
the consent of the respondent. 

0. The respondent waa admittedly the editor of the 
Daily KALINGA He had been appointed in 1903 and 
this paper had started publication in 1960 when one Shri 
Manmohan Misra was then the editor. All the rele- 
vant Issues of the Daily KALINGA mention the name 
if the respondent as the Editor. The Printer’s line in 
the issue of the Kalinga dated 15th February, 1971, as in 
Ex. 22 makes the position clear. Further, the Declara- 
tion (Ex. 25) in the KALINGA dated 5th March, 1971, 
under the Press and Registration of Books Act, 1907 
declares the respondent as the Editor. 

But the case of the respondent is that before the 
election, the respondent in Ex.l had moved the Chair- 
man of the Kalinga Publication for directing one Shri 
Gyanendranath Verma who figures as witness No. 3 for 
the respondent to remain in charge of editing the paper, 
writing editorials and also editing news reports in the 
KALINGA, This letter is Ex.l dated 15th January, 
1071. On the very same day the Chairman accepted 
the proposal and in acknowledgement there of Shri 
Gyanendranath Verma endorsed it on the every same 
day. The case of the respondent further Is that he 
never had anything to do with the writing of the edi- 


torials or in the matter of editing news reports or for 
the matter of that with the publication of the Daily 
sipce after 15th January, 1971 till August 1971 and 
even thereafter he was occasionally writing the 
editorials. 

7. On behalf of the petitioner it has been urged that 
since the respondent was the editor within the meaning 
of the Section 7 of the Press and Registration of Books 
Act, 1867 the presumption that arises under the law 
must operate. For this, reliance has been plared on 
the case of D. P. Misra v K. N. Shamia (AIR 1971 SC 
856) wherein it has been held that Section 7 raises a 
presumption that a person whose name is printed In 
the copy of the newspaper is the editor or every por- 
tion of that issue. The fact no doubt is that in both 
issues of the Daily KALINGA relating to Ex. 1 and Ex. 
2, the respondent figures as the editor in the Printer’s 
line. It is, therefore, emphasised that since the res- 
pondent must be held to be the editor of every portion 
of these issues, there can be no escape from the position 
that the full responsibility In respect of Exs. j and 2 
must rest on the respondent and it is not open to him 
to explain it away by resorting to a plea on the basis of 
a letter Like Ex. 1. 

8. It is, however, to be noticed that in the aforesaid 
decision of the Supreme Court the further observation 
are ; — 

“The presumption under Section 7 of the Press 
and Registration of Books Act undoubtedly 
arises but in a charge under Section 123(4) of 
the Representation of the People Act, the pre- 
sumption under Section 7 of the Press and 
Registration of Books Act, 1867 would come 
with greater or lesser force according to the 
circumstances to aid a person claiming that 
the editor was responsible for the publication 
and that the publication was to the knowledge 
of the editor.” 

9. It must follow that this presumption is nothing 
more than a rebuttable presumption and if circum- 
stances are there to prove that the editor in fact was 
not responsible for the publication or that he had no 
knowledge of the publication, the presumption would 
stand rebutted. 

10. To this, the answer is that In the present case 
the declaration in Ext. 25 further confirms this pre- 
sumption and since there is nothing to indicate therein 
that the editing of the paper bad been left under the 
sole management of Shri Gyanendranath Verma. there 
is no scope at all to place any reliance in Ext. L which 
is nothing but a self-serving document concocted for 
the purpose of this case. 

11. Shri Gyanendranath Verma R.W. 3 and the res- 
pondent R.W. 8 have been closely cross-examined on 
this aspect. The respondent admits that the letter to 
the Chairman of the Kalinga Publication as in Ext, L 
is the carbon copy and not the original and does not 
bear any office number. But the genuiness of the 
signature of the respondent, the chairman of the 
Kalinga Publication and Shri Gyanendranath Verma 
on this exihibit is not questioned. Accordingly, while 
it may be that the original type-written script of the 
Ext, L is with the respondent as deposed to by him, 
that cannot be of any consequence. While extracting 
from the respondent in his cross-examination the ad- 
mission that this was not the original type-written 
script of the letter, cross-examination has not been 
pursued further to And out what was the occasion for 
not utilising this original script and hence this cannot 
be a factor sufficient to look upon Ext. L with any 
degree of suspicion. 

12. It. however, appears in Ext. L that words “in 
February” have been penned through and this occurs 
at the end of the first paragraph of the letter. This 
has been initialled by the respondent. It has been 
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brought out in the cross-examination of Shri Gyanend- 
ra Nath Verma that the elections were earlier reported 
to be held in February, 1971. But since it was postponed 
the words “in February” in paragraph 1 of the letter 
have been penned through. But he further deposes 
that by 15th January, 1971, namely the date of Ext, L 
they used to hear that the elections had been ibcedfor 
February and is una'bie to say whether they had heard 
about the change of the date of the elections prior to 
15lh January, 1971. or thereafter. Accordingly, it is 
urged that this is purely an indication of the fact that 
this letter must have been a concoted one and the expl- 
anation of Shri Gyanendra Verma is patently conflic- 
ting. 

13. Such an argument ignores the fact that Shri 
Gyanendra Verma also makes it very clear that all that 
he said on the point was his surmise and he had no 
knowledge about the exact reason and that the penned 
through of these words "in February” was there when 
he received this letter after the endorsement of the 
chairman thereon. It is significant that nothing has 
been put to the respondent himself as to the exact 
reason why the words “In February” had been written 
and again struck off and initialled though this fact has 
been admitted by the respondent. Doubtless, it was the 
respondent who would have been in the best position 
to explain the reason and It is also In the cross-examin- 
ation of the respondent that it was in the first week of 
January, 1971 that he came to know that lie was being 
nominated by the Utkal Congress Party for contesting 
the 1971 March election. 

In course of his cross-examination an attempt had 
been made to prove that the very elaborate nature of 
the duties specified in paragraph 2 of the Ext. L which 
Shri Verma was expected to discharge, casts a serious 
doubt as to the bona fides of this authority conveyed 
therein in favour of Shri Verma. It has thus been sug- 
gested that since Shri Verma was to remain in charge 
of editing the paper as in the first sentence of paragra- 
ph 2 of Ext. L, it was meaningless t 0 further specify 
that Shri Verma was to write editorials and also to edit 
news reports in the very naxt sentence. It is difficult 
to read any conflict in this part of the contents of Ext L 
and the respondent has clarified that this was only to 
emphasise what the normal duties of Shri Verma were 
lo be namely the three items relating to writing of edi- 
torials, editing of the paper and editing of news reports. 

It must, therefore, follow that the intrinsic evidence 
available on record on the context of Ext. L does not 
serve to render this document per se suspicious. All 
that need be noted further is that nothing has been 
placed on record to suggest that an arrangement as the 
one made under Ext. L had to be notified to the District 
Magistrate. The respondent while pointing out that 
only a permanent arrangement, bringing about a change 
in the office of the editor has to be notified to the Press 
Registrar in a proforma, has said that there was noth- 
ing which required him to inform the Press Registtar 
or the District Magistrate about the arrangement under 
Ext. L as It did not involve any permanent change. 

14. While, therefore, it is to be held that the arrange- 
ment in pursuance of Ext. L must be held tn be a bOva 
fide arrangement, it must also further be held that there 
was nothing illegal in bringing about such an arrange- 
ment by the management of the paper, The further fact 
is that the presumptive liability of the declared editor 
namely the respondent stands sufficiently displaced 
The decision in Narayan Singh v. Reffrnal (AIR 1961 
Madhya Pradesh 121 cited on behalf of the respondent 
also deserves to be taken note of in the context. 

15. Shri Gyanendra Verma was the senior-most news 
editor in the Kalinga Press and it is he who had been 
placed in charge of editing the paper under the circum- 
stances that the declared editor namejy the respondent 
was about to remain prc-occupied in the Lok Sabha 
election as a candidate and as such was also to remain 
absent from headquarters and Shri Gyanendra Verma 
had deposed that it was he who was personally 
responsible for writing the editorial Ext. 1 and editing 


the news item Ext. 2. Nor can it be denied that the 
respondent was absent from duty for a bona fide pur- 
pose. Such a position would stand clearly covered by 
the following observations in the Madhya Pradesh 
decision namely — 

"In the present case it is established that the 
opponent editor was absent from duty for a 
bona fide purpose and the work of editing was 
entrusted to a subordinate who occupied the 
position of a su i-editor. In this state of facts 
the court below was justified in acquitting 
him.” 

This was a case of defamation against the ueclared 
editor of the paper and in relying upon tne cases 
reported in I.L.R. 9 Madras 387 and A.I.R. 1928 
Allahabad 400 the learned Judge proceeded to observe 

as follows — 

"The letter was case of a printer who was absent 
from duty and had come forward disclosing 

who published the defamatory matter whe- 

lity of the declared printer was held displaced 
by the discloser. The opponent in this case 
did not rest by disclosing his liability on the 
ground of his absence but examined the sub- 
editor Mangilal who admitted that it was he 
who published the defamtory matter. .. .whe- 
ther in doing so Mangilal acted in good faith 
i.e. with due care and caution is not a relevaut 
matter for the purpose of the present case. 
The presumptive liability of the editor for this 
reason is rightly held to be properly displac- 
ed.” 

I have no reason to take a different view of the matter 
and since a charge of corrupt practice under Section 
123 of the Act is in the nature of a criminal charge, 
these above principles must equally apply In the 
immediate context. 

16. In the light of the cross-examination of the rele- 
vant witnesses on behalf of the respondent, the peti- 
tioner’s case further is that it is the declared editor 
alone who invariably writes editorials and it is not to 
be readily inferred that in the present case the respon- 
dent never did so, particularly when he was during 
his election campaign returning to the headquarters at 
Cuttack intermittently. But this part of the petitioner’s 
case stands hardly substantiated and as would appear 
from the evidence on record, this is a matter which 
depends purely on the exigency of the circumstances 
and also on the practice in relation to any particular 
paper. 

17. The respondent in his cross-examination refutes 
the suggestion that while conducting his election 
campaign he was generally looking after editing and 
writing of editorials. The reason given is that this -was 
not physically possible for him to do during those days. 
In the ven-y nature of things, there is nothing to discard 
this part of his evidence. As anything false and much 
less improbable. He further makes it clear that dur- 
ing his election campaign he had been only twice not. 
to the press itself but to the premises of the Utkal 
Congress office, which was located in the same campus. 

18. It is significant that the petitioner tn his cross- 
examination asserts that even before his election peti- 
tion was drafted, he had known that the respondent 
had written the editorial Ext. 1, but expressed n ear 
reluctance to disclose the name of the employee of the 
Kalinga from whom he came to know this fact. Ulti- 
mately. he volunteers and gives out the name as one 
Alekh Mohanty but no such person has been summoned 
and the averment as to the authorship of Ext. 1 in the 
election petition is not at all specific. The petitioner’s 
explanation that he did not know the address of this 
Alakh Mohantv, nor did he ever enquire of his name 
nrior to the filing of the petition is extremely difficult 
to accept. His further evidence Is that subsequently 
while searching for him in the Kalinga press, the peti- 
tioner had met him and asked him to be a witness. 
But this Alekh Mohantv is said to have declined saying 
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that as he "was an employee he could not oblige the 
petitioner. It appears, however, from the evidence o£ 
R.W. 2, the Accountant of the Kanllnga that one Alekh 
Mohanty was a compositor from 1962 till 1966 when he 
left the Kalinga establishment. Ultimately, the peti- 
tioner admits that when he had stated in his petition 
that a corrupt practice under Section 123(3) of the Act 
had been admitted “by the respondent and/or by other 
persons with the consent of the respondent”, he had 
never applied his mind sufficiently close to the impli- 
cations of what he had stated in this relevant para- 
graph of his petition. 

19. In the absence of any other positive evidence on 
behalf of the petitioner, it is difficult to conclude that 
It was the respondent who had in fact written out the 
editorial Ext. 1 nor is there any other evidence in 
support of the fact that even during the election 
campaign Shri Gyanendra Verma used to have consul- 
tations with the respondent in the matter of editing 
the paper. All such suggestions to Shri Verma and the 
respondents have been emphatically denied and the 
evidence of the former clearly is that it is he who had 
written out the editorial by himself and also had 
edPed the new item, Ext. 2. 

20. It so happens that the respondent has a high 
reputation as a writer of Oriya Literature. It has 
been elicited from him that it may well be 
possible to infer the authorship of a particular 
■writing by a comparison with the admitted writing 
of a certain writer. In cross-examination certain pub- 
lications of the respondent have been brought into the 
picture. The learned counsel for the petitioner has 
referred to certain similarities In the language and con- 
cent in some of the passages in both. Apart from the 
fact that such an approach, in its very nature, may 
well be highly misleading, the fact remains that none 
of these particular passages had been referred to the 
respondent or even to Shri Gyanendra Verma in course 
of their cross-examination. At the most. Such a com- 
parison may rise merely certain probabilities but to 
base a finding that because of such similarities Ext. 1 
must have been written by or with the assistance of the 
respondent would be a highly objectionable process in 
tha context of a charge of corrupt practice. 

21. It is further to be noted that in course of his evi- 
dence the respondent besides referring to the practice 
prevailing to his knowledge in respect of some other 
papers, has made it clear that in so far as he was con- 
cerned. he knew that even before he was appointed 
editor of the daily Kallnga. the editorials written during 
the editorship of the previous editor Sbri Manmohan 
Misra were not regularly written by Shri Misra. Shri 
Misra used to remain pre-occupied with his other work 
and during his period of office he remained absent in 
Germany for about four months while retaining his 
editorship and during this period of absence his name 
had always appeared as editor in the Printer’s line, 
qhri Gyanendra Verma who Is also a man of literary 
ablEtles used to write editorials during the absence of 
Shri Manmohan Misra in 1982. This is deposed to 
hy Shri Verma himself. That apart, before joining the 
Kallnga establishment both Shri Verma and the 
respondent had respectively held office in the dallv 
Samaj and the Ganatantra, another Oriya daily. 

22. Shri Verma deposes that it has always been 
practice for the senior-most member of the editoria's 
staff to write editorials during the editor’s absence. 
The respondent, hod remained the editor of the daily 
Ganatantra since is inception in 1955 till 1968 and 
during this period he happened also to be a member of 
the iRajva Sabha and of the Lok Sabha at different 
times and used to spend 5 to 6 months every vear at 
Delhi During his absence he never wrote editorials 
for the Ganatantra which was being published from 
Cuttack and it was th= senior sub-editor that used to 
write editorials during his absence. There is nothing 
lo iustify a reiectlon of this evidence in support of the 
practice obtaining in the Kallnga and the relevant 
witnesses on behalf of the respondents have stood their 


cross-examination well. Even the Chief Reporter 
witness No. 1 for the petitioner deposes that it is 
because of the verba, or written orders of the Chair- 
man that the editorials in the Prajatantra are written 
by the Editor alone though he does not know about the 
practice In other establishments. In the absence of 
anything further to suggest that such a practice is 
either illegal or extramely improbable, it cannot but be 
held that having regard to all the relevant materials 
discussed above, the respondent had in fact never any- 
thing to do with the writing of Ext. 1 or the editing of 
Ext. 2 and such less that the publication of these two 
exhibits were within the knowledge or consent of the 
respondent. 


23. In so far as his knowledge goes, he came to know 
of these two items after the election petition wa s filed 
and received notice thereof sometime in August, 1971 
on his return from Delhi. He admits that he enquired 
about it from Shri Gyanendra Verma and attempted to 
get the originals particularly of Ext. 2 which is a news 
item received from a news-giver. It is argued on be- 
half of the petitioner that this must be an utter 
falsehood, for if according to the respondent the originals 
are destroyed after about a month there could have 
been n n occasion for him to attempt to secure the 
originals so long after. Here again, the evidence is 
that the practice In the Kaltnga press was to destroy 
the originals after about a month' and that Is because 
of the difficulty in preserving these records which 
quickly become extremely voluminous requiring large 
accommodation not available in the press. It is con- 
ceded on behalf of the respondent that this depends 
purely on the practice prevailing in a particular paper 
and the space available for the preservation of such 
records. Doubtless. It stands to reason that these 
papers cannot possibly be preserved indefinitely at least 
in case of a smaller establishment and in the absence 
of a positive proof to the contrary that the preservation 
in case of the Kalinga is onlv for about a month the 
story on behalf of the’ respondent about the destruction 
of the originals cannot be disbeliever), and the respon- 
dent has clarified that he called for the originals even 
as late as In August. 1971 for ttw mere reason that he 
thought the originals may well happen to he there hy 
some chance or other. There is nothing in the cross- 
examination of the respondent or any of , his . , re 'f?r„ 
witnesses on the point to cast any serious doubt on the 
veracity of this part of the story on behalf of tne 
resoondent. 


24. Thus, in any view of the matter, it must be held 
that the respondent had no concern with Ext. 1 or 
Ext. .2 in any manner whatsoever directly or Indirectly. 
It has been argued that in view of the respondent hav- 
ing given the proposal for Shri Gyanendra Verma re- 
maining incharge of editing the paper which was 
ultimately accepted hy the Chairman it must be held 
that this made Shri Verma an agent of the respondent 
within the meaning of sub-section (3) and (4) of Sec- 
tion 123 of the Act and that itself would necessarily 
carry with it the consent of the respondent in respect 
of the publication in Exts. 1 and 2. 


25. In the first place, there can he no question of any 
agency having been brought about in Ext, L as between 
the respondent and Shri Verma. Prior to Ext. I, the 
two were co-employces of the Kalinga Publication and 
even thereafter they remained such co- 'mployees and 
as between such co-emnlovees there can be no scope 
for reading into such relationsbin the relationship of a 
principal and agent inter se such co-employees. 


26. Secondly. It is true that the definition of the term 
'agent’ ns given in Explanntlon-I to Section 123 rf the 
Act is an inclusive definition and not an exhaustive 
one. But it Is not to he Ignored that this definition is 
hy way of an explanation and this says that a person 
would he an acwnt if he is held to hav° acted as nn 
agent in connection with an election with the consent 
of the candidate. In other words, while attempting to 
explain what an agent Is. this Explanation uses the 
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term agent itself in trying to make the meaning cleat 
On reading the contents of this Explanation as a whole 
it is clear that the agency, it any, has to be in the 
context of the election itself and that too with the 
consent of the candidate. While it is true that Sh v i 
Gyanendra Verma remained in charge of editing the 
paper under orders of the Chairman, the respondent 
can be said to have -given his consent, the matter of 
editing the paper by Shri Verma on any rational inter- 
pretation of the Explanation, cannot lie said to he a 
matter connected with the election in respect of which 
the reapondent was a candidate. Thirdly, if at all Shri 
Verma can ba said to be an agent in any senre of the 
term, nonetheless it remains further essential for the 
petitioner to prove that the respondent had given his 
consent to the publication of Ext. 1 nr Ext. 2 in respeci 
of which, as already pointed out, there is no clear proot. 
What is Important is the meer agency cannot be suffi- 
cient. Tp presume the necessary consequence in the 
absence of a proof of such consent, the further onus 
would lie on the petitioner to prove that on account 
of the commission of corrupt practice in publishing Ext. 
1 or Ext. 2, the result of the election has been materi- 
ally affected in respect of which there has been no 
averment in the petition nor any evidence adduced in 
proof of it. 

27. The following passage from the decision in Lai 
Singh v. Vallnbh Das cited with approval in AIR 1967 
Gujrat 62 would be worth taking note of: — 

"If a corrupt practice is committed by \n election 
agent It always lead to the Invalidity cf the 
election. If a corrupt practice is committee) 
by an agent other than an election agent, then 
it can lead to a similar result only If It is com- 
mitted with the consent of the candidate or 
his election agent. In all other cases including 
the polling agent, the commission of corrupt 
practice cannot lead to the invalidity of an 
election unless side by side it is always further 
proved that on account of the comnw-slon of 
corrupt practice, the result of the election has 
been materially affected." 

This decision has been citad with approval in S. N. 
Balakrishna v. Fernandez (AIR 1969 S C. 1201) wherein 
their Tprdshtp point out that to establish corrupt prac- 
tice by an a vent other than an election event for avoid- 
ing the election the consent on the part of the returned 
candidate to the commission of corrupt practice must 
be proved. There is no douht that the consent need not 
be directly proved. The principle of law is settled that 
the consent may be inferred from the circumstantial 
evidence but the circumstances must point, unoTrbw'v 
to the conclusion and must not admit of nnv office 
explanation. Their lordships further emphasise that 
this is because a corrupt practice must be proved in 
the same wav as a criminal charge Is proved and the 
election petitioner must exclude every hypothesis except 
that of guilt on the nart of the returned candidate or 
Ms election acent. What is particularly Interesting in 
the context of the facts of the instant case >s ffiai ffieir 
lordshins proceed further to observe that mere kr owl- 
edee of Or connivence at the corrupt n'-oci if o )s not 
enough to infer corrupt practice and that the sunflo-itv 
of ideas or even of wo Ms cannot he pressed Into ser- 
vice to show consent. Admittedly. Shri Verma was 
neither an election agent, nor even a polling aw>nt and 
the circumstances, if any as discussed above at Ihe west, 
raise a rr»re suspicion against the respondent, but that 
cannot take the place of proof 

29. Attention mav now be directed to the concerned 
events that transpired at the meeting Marsha Cjhni on 
151h February. 1071. Annrt from the report, in th° 
news item. Ext. 2 and other such news items produced 
on beh-tf of the rP «mnnd<*nts as In Ext. H. m:htlffi» J 
in the P'-nietantra doted 37ffi Ee'v-unrv, 1071 Arm 

Svi ,T npVdiffiad in the Esmsi U 4 rid TT«,v,rua— v 

1971, tha petitioner has examined P.Ws. 2. 3, 5. 6 and 7 


all of whom are persons who claim to have attended 
this meeting. On behalf of the. respondents R.Ws. 4, 
I. if 7 and 8 are the relevant witnesses on the point 
beside. 1 ; the respondent himself. Notwithstanding this 
voluminous evidence nowhere is it possible to trace 
out the exact words used Ly the speakers namely Shri 
Sim-ndra Mohanly or Shri Biju Patnaik much less the 
entire . y of the speeches delivered by either of them; 
even the exact context in which the impugned remarks 
had been made by the two is not available in the 
clearest possible terms. In such a situation it would 
not be out of place to take note of the corrupt position 
in law as to the nature of the evidence that should be 
acceptable in order to support a finding of corrupt 
practice and the manner of approach called for in ap- 
preciating the relevant implications of speeches made 
at election meetings. 

29. This basic approach in all such matters is that 
the courts must not set at naught the verdict of the 
■ lectors except on good grounds. The evidence adduced 
by a peitloner in an election case must b P cogent and 
conclusive. In Magraj Patodia v. R. K. Birla, (A.I.R. 
1971 S.C. 1295) it has been observed that though a 
charge of corrupt practice cannot be equated to a 
criminal charge in all respects in the sense that the 
returned candidate in an election petition like and 
accused in a criminal case cannot refuse to plead and 
decline to adduce evidence on his behalf and ask the 
prosecution to prove its case beyond reasonable doubt, 
nonetheless the burden of proving the corrupt practice 
pleaded Is on the petitioner and he has to discharge that 
burden satisfactorily. Tp doing so be cannot depend 
on mere preponderance of probabilities. 

30. In the context of the circumstances mentioned 
in Section 123(4) of the Act. thm- ip-acpius P f 
Supreme Court in BbnsMTal v. Rishi Kumar (A.I.R. 
1971 S.C. 1262) observe that, the initial onus of estab- 
lishing the circumstances is On the election petitioner 
and once be dNebireeg that onus, tbe burden shifts to 
the candidate making the false statement of facts to 
show what his belief was. It is in tbe light of the fore- 
going observations that earlier nronounepment nf their 
iordsbios in D. P. Mtsrri v. K. H. Sharma, (A.I.R. 1970 
S C 14771 in paragraph 15 to the effect that in an 
election petition a corrupt practice may be proved only 
bv evidence beyond reasonable doubt, has to be read. 

31. As records the appreciation of election speeches 
and writing In course of the elections, allowances must 
have to he made because of the fact that Ihe atmos- 
phere is usually surcharged with the partisan feeling 
with emotion and use of hyperboles or exaggerated 
language or adoption of metaphors and the extravagant 
expressions attacking on one another are all a r.art 
of the game. To read such documents and speeches 
•without makino som» allowance on the above lines 
would be too unrealistic. These are the broad principles 

ffic P ,i by their I.ordshins of tbe Supreme Court In 
Drh.i Kanta v. Go Ink Chandra (A.I.R. 1970 S.C, 12311 
i>a KvBar Singh v. Mvkhtar Singh (A.I.R. 1965 S.C. 

’ J’l. Tin’s necessarily entails an assessment, of the im- 
r.nimerl observation only In the broad contort of f he 
entire speech delivered or the entire writings publish- 
ed. The importance of these and the foregoing prin- 
ciples can hardly be over-emphasised. 

32. The petitioner alleges that at the meetings on 
Ikffi February. 1971 Shri Surendra Mohanty had said 
>hat - - 

"Shri Surendranath Dwivedi has not yet rendered 
accounts of the gift of one lakh of rupees from 
the Marwari Society, Bombay and Re, 25 900 
from the Prime Minister brought bv him during 
the cyclone of 1967 for the relief of tne 
people.” 

r Pgr a graph 5(iii) of the petition). 
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So far as Shri Biju Patnaik is concerned, he is alleged 
to have said at the meeting that — 

"His Party the Utkal Congress was fully able to 
eradicate unemployment and poverty from the 
country by, forming a strong Government in 
the State with the help of the two powers, 
Jagannath and Balaram whose weapons Chakra 
and Langala have been chosen by the Utkal 
Congress as its symbol." 

[paragraph 5(iii) of tha petition], 

33. As already pointed out, there is nothing offered 
on behalf of the petitioner which gives a full and com- 
plete picture of the speeches delivered by Shri Surendra 
Mohanty and Shri Biju Patnaik and much less the 
exact language used which undoubtedly is a matter of 
crucial importance, in order to assess the context In 
which and with what emphasis these above assertions 
In the petition are to be understood. 

34. The petitioner himself has no personal knowledge 
of these speeches. In his examination-in-chief itself 
he has stated that in the election petition he had con- 
fined his allegations to whatever had been published 
in Ext, 2 regarding the meeting at Marsha Ghat and 
he had thought that whatever had been published in 
the news paper was an admission of Shri Surendra 
Mohanty since it had appeared in the Kalinga of which 
Shri Mohanty was the editor. What is of material 
importance is that he never attempted to enquire as 
to who was the author of this Item of news in Ext. 2. 
He, however, deposes as having made inquiries al out 
the context in which Shri Surendra Mohanty spoke ss 
in the passage quoted above from the petition. Put he 
admits that what he found at the inquiry in that res- 
pect has not been mentioned in the report Ext. 2. Nor 
has he named the persons at Marsha Ghai from whom 
he had ascertained about the truth of this reported 
portion of the respondent’s speech. The explanation he 
offers therefor is highly telling and it is that persons 
who had given him the Information about the truth of 
the relavant portion in Ext. 2 ascribed it to Shri 
Surendra Mohantv but had asked him not to give their 
names in the petition. Patently, the petitioner is not 
prepared to divulge all that he had ascertained about 
the context in which these words ascribed to Shri 
Surendra Mohanty had been uttered In course of his 
speech; for, the petitioner admits in his cross-examinn- 
tion that the additional matters that he discovered dur- 
ing the Inquiries have not been embodied In. his petition 
and that he had confined himself only to what he found 
In the paner. It further follows that, the peonle who 
were cognisant of the rfeal facts were not prepared to 
come forward to support the petitioner in court. 

35. This latter group of neopie had been contacted 
bv the petitioner, as he deposes, after the filing of this 
election petition and they had given a list of prominent 
persons of different villages who had attended the meet- 
ing, Even so, the petitioner did not contact these 
prominent persons. Though he claims to have made 
a list of such persons numbering about 26 contafninc 
their names and addresses, this list is not produced 
and is claimed mg to have been retained by bim anv 
longer for the ostensible reason that he had already 
cited them as witnesses. The persons who had given 
him the list, it is admitted by the petitioner, had told 
him that thev had themselves attended the meeting 
as also the persons covered by the list that was pre- 
pared bv them. In fact, only a few of the persons, 
according to ibe p“titio?ier, from out of the list have 
been summoned and it is strange that be claims never 
to have contacted any of these persons himself in order 
to ascertain whether they were actually prepared In 
come forward as witnesses o’* not. It is also strange 
thai the persons who gave him this list wore left out 
by the petitioner and not summoned ns witnesses on 
his behalf merely because thev had asked the petitioner 
not to give their names in the petition whereas in res- 
pect of others that were actually summoned, the peti- 


tioner never thought it fit to ensure that they had no 
objection to appear as witnesses 

36. Such a state of circumstances necessarily de- 
tract from the confidence that a court can repose In the 
sworn testimony pf a witness. 

37. Thus the admitted failure on the part of the 
petitioner to enquire as to who was exactly the author 
of the news Item in Ext. 2, the reluctance on the part 
of the petitioner to come forward with the entire truth 
underlying the impugned passage in the speeches and 
the reluctance of a good number of persons who, as 
the petitioner admits, claim to have been present at the 
meeting and the manner of selection of the witnesses 
actually summoned as proposed by the afoiesaid per- 
sons, serves to seriously detract from the trustworthi- 
ness of the oral evidence adduced on behalf of the 
petitioner. The same consideration apply in respect 
of the impugned portion in Shri Biju Patnaik’s speech 
and the petitioner deposes that he had made inquiries 
about this and had gathered that the allegation that 
he had made was also correct. 

38. It is important to note that the relevant witnesses 
on behalf of the petitioner namely P.Ws. 2, 3, 5, 8 and 
7 without a single exception uniformly depose that Shri 
Surendra Mohanty had said that Shri Surendranath 
Dwivedi had got one lakh of rupees from the Bombay 
Marwari Society and Es, 25,000 from Mrs. Indira Gandhi 
in connection with the 1967 cyclone relief work. Shri 
Mohanty thereafter asked the audience as to whether 
thev had received these moneys; some out o* the 
audience said that they had not received any such 
money from Shri Dwivedi. Thereupon Shri Surendra 
Mohanty is said to have said that Shri Surendranath 
Dwivedi had appropriated that money and had not 
rendered any account therefor. Their evidence in res- 
pect of Shri Biju Patnaik’s speeches is equally uniform. 
He Is deposed to have said that the symbol of Chakra 
and Langala represents the two weapons of Jagannath 
and Balaram and saying so appealed to the voters to 
vote for this symbol. 

39. Of these, P.W. 3 days that nothing at the meet- 
ing created any impression on him. there were no dis- 
mission among the villagers about what had passed at 
the meeting and the witness admits that he had no 
particular reason to remember what had transpired 
at the meeting. Nor did the witness tell anybody that 
he had attended the meeting. P.W. 5 has no recollection 
of the exact words used in the meeting. He never had anv 
talk with anybody before receiving summons, even with 
the P.S.P. worker one Gouranga Lenka of Marsha Ghai 
whom he knew. P.W. 0 is a person who has remained 
unemDloved for the last twelve years and deposes that 
he spends his time by sitting In the shops at the Bazar 
and sitting at home. He deposes to have attended about 
six meetings In all at Marsha Ghai, but remembers 
nothing of the subject matters of the speeches delivered 
at the previous meetings except the meeting of Shri 
Bllu Patnaik on 15th Pebruarv, 1971 now in question 
and a meeting held bv Shri Surendranath Dwivedi fl 
to 9 days before that. P.W, 7 knew nbout the announce- 
ments of meetings bv Shri Surendranath Dwivedi as 
well as of Shri Biju Patnaik. He claims to have made 
It a point to attend the latter. His reason for doing 
so is prevaricating. The reason he offers js that he 
has heard Shri Dwivedi’s speeches previously, but 
again says he had not heard him nn-aking at. any 
meeting and only that he had seen him. 

40. What has particularly weakened this part of 
the oral evidence on behalf of the petitioner L that all 
Ihese witnesses claim to have entertained a high opinion 
about Shri Dwivedi as a public man and also a person 
who had been :> member of th° Parliament from this 
area for long time, but immediately Shri Surendra 
Mohantv had said about Shri Suren dranatu Dwivedi 
regarding Ihe nnn-rend'tion of accounts of Ibe moneys 
he had taken from different quarters, none of them 
ever thought it fit to question Shri Surendra Mohanty 
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at the meeting as to how Shri Dwivedi could have 
obtained all these huge amounts or what was the basis 
tor saying so even though they all depose uniformly 
that immediately thereafter Shri Dwivedi fell in their 
estimation. Equally inform is their story that after 
Shri Bl.ju Patnaik is said to have referred to Chakra 
and Langala as the weapons of Jagannath and Belaram 
a sense of religious feeling was aroused in their mind 
and some of them even had bowd down to the Chakra 
and Langala. In brief, this part of the evidence appears 
to be clearly a mechanical repetition, by each of these 
witnesses. 

41. It is difficult to understand how each and every 
one of these witnesses -could have the occasion to 
remember the exact source of the money said to have 
been received by Shri Dwivedi and as alleged to have 
been stated by Shri Surendra Mohanty. The respon- 
dent's case is that he never referred to any such source 
in his speech and his information on the point by the 
date of the meeting was confined to a controversy that 
had been raised in another local daily. Prajatantra 
of 20th September 1970 and 27th September, 1970 as in 
letters published therein in Ext. 3 and Ext. 4 respec- 
tively. Nor is it suggested on behalf of the petitioner 
that Shri Mohanty could have had any Information 
from any other source at all. Besides these two Items 
oi publications, there was another earlier publication 
in the Prajatantra dated 4th June, 1970 as in the news 
commentary in Ext. A, which is relevant to this topic. 
There is also a further letter from Shri Surendranath 
Dwivedi published in the Prajatantra dated 13th June, 

1970 which also bears on the point. But in none of 
these exhibits is there any reference whatsoever to any 
Bombay Marwari Society having given any money to 
Shri Surendranath Dwivedi for relief work. It was 
not possible, therefore, for the respondent to have 
made any reference to any such Bombay Marwari 
Society which could not have been one of the sources 
from which Shri Surendranath Dwivedi might have had 
received money and necessarily therefore, Shri Surendra 
Mohanty could not possibly have made any reference 
to any such Bombay Marwari Society in his speech. 
It is strange, therefore, that each of the witnesses on 
behalf of the petitioner on the point uniformly makes 
a reference to this Bombay Marwari Society, In my 
view, this is again one of the most vital aspects of the 
petitioner's evidence which renders the witnesses on 
his behalf very much undependable and is a clear 
pointer to the fact that for some obscure reason or other 
they have come forward with such a story, which stands 
nowwhere explained on behalf of the petitioner. 

42. As against this, on behalf of tba respondent, a 
correspondent for the Samaj, another Orly a daily 
published from Cuttack namely Shri Rasananda Rath 
(P.W. 4) has been examined. He is a resident of 
Marsha Ghai and was present at the meeting. This 
witness was a member of the Fiaja Socialist Party from 
1957 to 1967. Though he no longer belongs to this 
party nor any other political party, he had still con- 
tacts with the members of that party even till the date 
of the election in question in 1971. Ext. F is a letter 
received by him on 12th January, 1971 from Shri 
Surendranath Dwivedi and in this Shri Dwivedi solicite 
cooperation and assistance from the witness in the 1971 
election. This would serve to indicate that he could 
have had no particular bias in favour of the Utkal 
Congress Party to which Shri Biju Patnaik and the 
respondent belong. Besides, as he deposes, there is 
nothing to discard his evidence in that regard. The 
paper of which he is a correspondent since 1962 namely 
the Samaj is a non-partisan paper. On 20th February 

1971 a news item regarding this meeting at Marsha 
Ghai on 15th February, 1971 had been published. This 
Is Ext. J. 1-le deposes that be was personally present 
at the meeting and the contents of Ext. J are based on 
his personal knowledge of what happened at the meet- 
ing. This news item, however, does not give out all 
the details of the speeches which the witnesses depose 
to in Court. But that is because, as he deposes, the 


Samaj being a non-partisan paper is not expected to 
publish the reports of political meeting ol ditterent 
parties which would serve to support them during the 
election. His evidence is that Shri Surendra Mohanty 
never stated anything about the sources from which 
the moneys might have been received by him, nor aid 
Shri Biju Patnaik say anything about Shtdkrishna and 
Balaram as reported in Ext. 2. He gives a fairly con- 
sistent picture of the relevant portions of Shri Surendra 
Mohanty’s speech and deposes that Shri Mohanty’s 
reierence to the relief moneys received by Shri 
Surendranath Dwivedi from different quarters was 
occasioned by the tact that the Marsha Ghai area was 
allected often by floods and cyclone as pointed out by 
Shri Mohanty in his speech. He does not make any 
secret of the fact that a reference by Shri Surendra 
Mohanty had been made to certain alleged non-rendi- 
tion oi accounts by Shri Surendranath Dwivedi in res- 
pect of these moneys whereafter Shri Mohanty en- 
quired of the audience whether they had received any 
such moneys. In response, about 4 to 6 persons sitting 
near the dais stood up to say that they had not received 
any such relief. According to him, no allegation of 
misappropriation by Shri Surendranath Dwivedi was 
made by the respondent in his speech. Nor did he 
notice any stir or comotion amongst the audience as 
deposed to uniformly by different witnesses for the 
petitioner referred to earlier. The witness is alive to 
the fact that the particulars of speeches he has given 
out here had not been referred to in Ext. J. Besides 
the explanation of his already referred to, he makes it 
further clear that within the scope and size of the 
report Ext. J he could not have included the criticism 
of Shri Surendranath Dwivedy or of others maue in 
the speeches, wnich he tried to avoid though he reveals 
that the general criticism of any particular party could 
have been included in his report. This, to my mind, 
does not serve to discredit the witness in any manner. 
He concedes that, he is unable to give the exact language 
which Shri Surendra Mohanty used about the moneys 
having been received by Shri Surendranath Dwivedi 
but he makes it clear in his cross-examination that 
Shri Mohanty had said was that Shri Dwivedi had 
brought moneys for the 1907 cyclone from various 
sources in India and also from individuals and that 
there was a controversy in the Praj antra and so he 
enquired of the people whether they had received any 
such moneys from Shri Dwivedi, if Shri Dwivedi at all 
received all these. 

43. The only suggestion against this witness is that 
he is alleged to have given four copies of the Kalinga 
containing Ext. 2 to Shri Blrbar Lenka, P.W. 4 two or 
three days after the meeting at Marsha Ghai on 15th 
February 1972 for distribution in the presence of Shri 
Surendra Mohanty who was in a jeep at the time near 
the Utkal Congress office at Marsha Ghai. This part 
of the evidence of the petitioner as deposed to by F.W. 4 
would serve to indicate that this witness Shri Rasa- 
nanda Rath, R.W. 4 was nothing other than a worker 
of the Utkal Congress party or atleast supporter of the 
Utkal Congress. R.W. 4, however, refutes this sugges- 
tion against him and BIrabar Lenka (P.W. 4) admits 
that he had never told anybody about Shri Rasananda 
Rath and Shri Surendra Mohanty giving him copies of 
the Kalinga. He never made any inquiry as to who the 
person was who had given this item 'of news as in 
Ext. 2 although Ext. 2 purports to have been sent by a 
person from Marsha Ghai. He claims to have distributed 
these copies to certain villagers who have been named 
by him in his deposition. They the witness deposes 
wondered at Shri Dwivedi appropriating moneys in the 
manner stated in Ext. 2. But the witness although he 
claims to have ascertained from the P.S.P. people that 
this allegation against Shri Dwivedi was all false for 
the reason that Government officials were there to 
render help, he never told these three villagers about 
it to clarify their confusion. His only explanation is 
that there was no particular reason why he did not 
tell them so and that it was no business of his to enquire 
so much about it. I am unable to place any reliance 
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on P,W. 4 in preference to R.W. 4. The correspondence 
already referred to between ritiri Surendranatii uwivedi 
and Rasananda Rath, F. W. 4 is sufficiently indicative 
of the fact that R.W. 4 had direct contact with the 
P.S.P. leaders even by the date of the 1971 election and 
cannot be regarded as a witness of partisan character 
and interested in the Utkal Congress Party. 

44. The evidence of R.W. 4 clearly corroborates the 
evidence of oilier witness ior the respondent parti- 
cularly R.W. 7. Bed Frakash Agurwalla who is a 
member oi the Utkal Congress Party anu Chairman oi 
the ivendrapara Municipality, lie was also a candi- 
date for the Kendrapara Assembly constituency in tn- 
197 1 election. 

45. All that remains to be noted jn this context is 
that the evidence of Shri burenara Monanty tnmselt is 
lolly corrouorated oy bnri fta^ananaa Rath K.W. 4. As 
ui.eaay pointed out, bh.i burenara Monanty coulu not 
possioiy nave any reason to t in nit at ail that any Mar- 
wari richer bociety, born Day could have been a source 
n'om bnri( Uwivedi imgnt have had received relief 
moneys. Ail tne witness on behalf of the petitioner on 
the puint lout up tne ilcmuay Marwari bociety ana the 
Fume iviinisier s Relief Fund together, bmce Shn 
buieuara Monanty could not nave possioiy made any 
reie.ence to tne Marwari bociety, humuay, there is no 
good reason to accepL me oral evidence on oenaif oi the 
petitioner to the extent of a reference having been made 
by bun ourendra Monanty to me Prime Minister s 
Relief Fund as well and as conceded by bhri burendru- 
nam uwivedi in his evidence, it is never the practice 
for tne Prime Minister’s Relief Fund to be distributed 
directly through private individuals, a position which 
Cannot been said to be outside the knowledge of Shi. 
Surendra iViohanty also who himself has heen a member 
of me Parliament for a very ljng time. Having regard 
to ail these factors, in my view, the story as given out 
in court oy snn burenara Monanty as regards the con- 
tents of his speech on this aspect must have to be 
accepted, it is true that as regards Shri Biju Patnaik s 
speech, he nas not himself been examined but nonethe- 
less there is no reason to discard the evidence adduce 
on behalf of the respondent in tnis regard also. 

46. The learned counsel for the petitioner, however, 
emphasises ihat it would be strange to hold that the 
news item in nxt. 2 could have gone wrong only un 
these two aspects of the speeches relevant to the peti 
tioner, namely as to the source and quantum of the 
relief fund and the reierence to the election symbol 
as weapons of Jagannath and Balaram, but otherwise 
gives a correct report of these speeches. 

47. But to accept such a line of approach would be 
purely speculative. The fact remains mat Ext, 2, to say 
the i earn, is by no means a complete report of either 
of these speeches nor does it purport to be so nor is 
there available anywhere any such complete report of 
the speeches. Similarly, Ext. G and Ext. H, the news 
items purporting to be of the Marsha Ghai meeting 
reported in the Oriya daily Prajtantra of 18th February 
1971 and 27th February, 1971 contain no reference to 
either of these topics. This daily belongs to a political 
party between which and the Utkal Congress there 
admittedly subsisted a keen rivalry and even so, this 
paper has not taken note either of these aspects. Hav- 
ing regard to the standard of proof required it would 
not at all be correct or safe to place any reliance on 
the news paper reports as such without anything more. 
Besides, it is patent that if at all Ext. G relates to this 
meeting it clearly conflicts with Ext. H. Nonetheless, il 
has been suggested to R.W. 4 in cross-examination that 
the journalist referred to therein a3 being present at 
Marsha Ghai to garland Shri Biju Patnaik came back 
disappointed was no other than R.W. 4 himself. This 
is an attempt to prove that he was a supporter of the 
Utkal Congress Party and his evidence was of a partisan 
character. Apart from the fact that this suggestion 
has not been accepted, it would conflict with the stand 


taken by the petitioner that it is not his case that there 
was any meeting held or scheduled to be held by Shri 
Biju Patnaik at Marshu Ghai other than on 15tn 
February 1971. Thus, the undependability of such news 
imports is patent. 

43. The question whether what waa stated by the 
respondent was a statement of tact and if so. whether 
il was ialse, may now be considered. At the outset 
iL is clear that the reierence to the Bombay Marwari 
Society, if made, was certainly not a correct statement 
oi tact, r'ne reference, if any, lo the donation received 
by Shri Surenaranaih Uwivedi from the Prime Minister’s 
land cannot also be true because though a sum of 
Rs. 20,000 had been sent by the Prime Minister anon 
alter the 1967 cycione to the Chief Minister at the 
instance of Shri Surendranath Dwivedi, this was dis 
trmuted through Government official agencies. 

40. It is also clear that soon alter the 1969 floods 
Sum Surendranath Dwivedi had issued appeals parti- 
cularly to Bihar Relief Committee wmen donated 
Rs. 25,000 but tnis amount had oeen sent to the Utttal 
Relier Committee which, under the instructions from 
Shri Dwivedi and the Binar Relief Committee, passed 
on the amount to the Onssa Relief and Rehabilitation 
Committee sponsored mostly by the members of the 
Praja Socialist Party but the money never came into 
the hknds pi Shri Surendranath Dwivedi, His evidence 
as P.vV. i3 on oehait ot ihe petitioner must oe accepted 
and his stand is lully corroborated by the oral and docu- 
mentary evidence brought on record. Nor is this p -.4- 
tion seriously questioned on behali of the respondent, 
it is clear beyond doubt that no such rebel money 
actually came into tne hands of Shri Surendranoth 
Dwivedi, much less did he ever take upon himself the 
task of disbursing the same among the cyclone or flood 
affected people. Necessarily also any assertion that 
Shri Surendranath Dwivedi waa personally liable to 
render accounts cannot be an assertion o: tru'C. 

50. At this stage it would be appropriate to observe 
that both the witnesses namely Shn Surendr’malh 
Dwivedi on behait of the petitioner and the respondent 
on behalf of himself have been closely cross-examined 
by the learned counsel for the respective parties and 
their version stands completely unshaken. Both of 
them have in a forthright manner and with full sense 
of responsibility clariiied the position posed before them 
and in a manner full commensurate with their long 
standing reputation as public men. 

51. Thus, Shri Surendranath Mohanty when he spoke 
about matters covered by Exts. 3. and 4, for, he bad no 
other possible source of information, was doing nothing 
but reproducing what he had gathered from there. 
According to him, he refers to the newspaper reports 
in his speech. There is nothing counter to It and one 
of the petitioner’s witnesses says that he does not 
remember if Shri Surendra Mohanty did make any 
such reference to any newspaper publication. In one 
view of the matter such a statement by Shri Mohanty 
can well be taken nothing than a more opinion formed 
by him which he placed" before the audience not 
abruptly but after referring to the fact of contents of 
the newspaper reports as in Exts. 3 and 4 from which 
he had drawn this inference of Shri Surendranath 
Dwivedi not having rendered accounts. Even assum- 
ing that this was nothing but a statement of fact and 
not of an opinion, it was nothing more than a repetition 
of the purport of the contents of Exts. 3 and 4 . To use 
the language of Shri Surendra Mohanty Himself — 

“I had noticed the controversy In the Prajantra 
and had carried the controversy to the meet- 
ing on 15th February, 1971 which means (> I 
referred to this controversy at the meeting. ’ 

In my view, however, to the extent that Shri Surendra 
Mohanty stated at the meeting that Shri Surendranath 
Dwivedi had not submitted accounts for the money* 
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received, cannot be regarded as anything but an ex- 
pression of Opinion. A bare reading or Exs. 8 and 4 
would show tne conflicts and contusion relating to this 
topic and even as bnri Anil Kumar Gnose (P.W. 12) has 
said m Ex. 4 which was his rejoinder he bulng the 
Secretary to the Onssa Relief and Rehabilitation Com- 
mittee, there was already contusion raised over the 
matter. Since Shri Surendra Mohanty had never had 
any personal knowledge of these collections, distribu- 
tion or accounts his statement after a relerencc 10 these 
newspaper reports at the meeting was nouiing but 
inference presented to the audience based on these re- 
ports. Therefore, by telling the audience that us such 
Shri Dwivdi is to be taken as having not rendered 
accounts, cannot in any sense of the term be described 
as a slalement of fact. The question of such an expres- 
sion of opinion being either false or believed by Shri 
burendra Moaanty to be false or not to have been 
believed by him to be true, does not arise. 

52. According to him, he never told the uudience 
that thereoy it was to be taken that Shri Dwivedi had 
misappropriated the amount (MARi NELE meaning 
MAR EIA in tilndij. Even assuming for a moment that 
he did say so as deposed to by the witnesses for the 
petitioner, this would be manifestly nothing but a 
farmer inference drawn from the inference that Shri 
Dwivedi nad not rendered accounts. 

53. It would be idle to contend that in the context 
of such heavy relief moneys and particularly collected 
by a person in the position of Shri Surendranath 
Dv.ivem, u could at all be said that it was he himself 
that wo ula have kept the money and distributed iL hun- 
seli even when a relief committee like the Onssa Relief 
and Rehabilitation Committee was there and availsole 
and even though the P.S.P. had its political and social 
workers in the area. Necessarily, a mere statemeih 
that Shri Surendranath Dwivedi in this context had 
not rendered accounts does not necessarily mean that 
he wus personally liable to render such accounts and 
much less that he could have had any scope tor per- 
sonally misappropriating the moneys. No such in- 
evitable inference can flow. The possibility of the 
innumerable other inferences can be readily arrived 
at and it is not as If Shri Surendranath Dwivedi was 
a stranger to the people of the locality much less to 
Shri Surendra Mohanty. 

54. It is this aspect of a possible misappropriation 
that is the real crux of the petitioner’s ease. Apan 
from what has been stated above, admittedly there is 
no such averment in the petition itself as forming the 
basis of the relevant corrupt practice alleged. For that, 
reason also, this aspect of the matter can in no event 
weigh against this respondent. Had this been told to 
the audience purely as a statement ot fact or in the 
context of other facts as a necessary inference drawn 
therefrom, then the position might wall have been 
different. 

55. In this context it would be enough to refer to the 
case of Deb a Kanta v. Golak Chandra ( A.I.R . 1970 S.C. 
1231) where their Lordships while distinguishing the 
case of Kumar Nanda v. Brlj Mohan Lai Sharma (AIR 
1967 S.C. 808), pointed out that in this earlier deci- 
sion no facts were given from which an inference might 
have been sought to be drawn that the candidate was 
a “greatest of all thieves”, while in the case immediately 
before them, objectionable words had been used after 
giving the facts on the basis of which It was held that 
the conduct of the respondent, namely, the returned 
candidate, had been undesirable, 

56. Again, assuming for a moment that it was by 
way of a statement of fact that Shri Surendra Mohanty 
had referred to nonredition of accounts, in my view, it 
would not be correct to hold that this statement imputed 
to Shri Surendranath Dwivedi a kind of personal or 
moral depravity. In the context it purely bears on the 
public conduct of Shri Dwivedi even apart from what 
Shri Mohanty has deposed in Court to that effect 


in support of this position regarding his own app oach 
to the matter, it is true that Shri Surendranath 
Dwivedi deposes that this reference o non-rendition of 
accounts by him as reported in Ext, 2 brought to his 
mind the idea of allegation of misappropriation. Bui 
even as the petitioner himself deposes on a retemice 
to Shri Surendranath Dwivedi after the filing ot the 
election petition, the latter had felt vexed as ho had 
not been previously consulted. It is also true that Shri 
Surendranath Dwivedi deposes to have written a letter 
to the respondent during his election telling him “what 
would be the use of false propaganda that you are 
making please contradict it." Whether this letter at all 
reached Shri Surendra Mohanty is not known and Shri 
Mohanty admittedly has not repondent to it. What is 
significant is that the content of this letter even as 
deposed to by Shri Dwivedi does not suggest as if at 
tile time anything like an idea of misappropriation had 
struck him as being the implication of what Shri 
Surendranath Mohanty was reported to have said at 
the meeting and the fact remains that after Shri 
Dwivedi had Issued his contradiction as in Ext. 5, he 
took the matter us closed as deposed to by him, 

57. In the circumstances, having regard to the princi- 
ples laid down in Deba Kanta v. Golak. Chandra (A.I.R. 
1970 S.C. 1231) and in Jivaludo v. Vithalrao (A.I.R. 
1970 S.C. 1841) it must be held that even if it be 
regarded as a false allegation oi fact, it touches tho 
political position or reputation or action of Shri 
Dwivedi and does not touch the person of the candidate. 
It is interesting to note that it has been elicited Irom 
R.W. 5 in his cross-examination that the context in 
which the controversy in the Prajatantra was referred 
to by the respondent was an earlier reference by the 
respondent in his speech to the fact that Shri Dwivedi 
was in the habit of accusing other partie of mis- 
appropriating public moneys. Hence, If at all ar.y 
similar misappropriation had been referred to oy the 
respondent, it is only reasonable to hold that il must 
have been so done with reference to the party lo which 
Shri Dwivedi belonged namely the P.S.P. party and 
not with reference to the personal character and con- 
duct of his. 

58. The question that remains to be considered is 
whether it can be said on the basis of the material 
available that Shri Surendra Mohanty could have be- 
lieved this fact of non-rendition of accounts to be false 
or that he ever believed that it was true assuming that 
it was a statement of fact bearing on the pevsonel 
character and conduct of Shri Surendranath Dwivedi. 
As already pointed out, the truth or falsity of It could 
not have been known to him. Even in so far as his 
belief about the truth of it is concerned, it Is abundantly 
clear that this statement was made In a thoroughly bona 
(ldo context and for which there was present a positive 
basis. This basis lies primarily in tho controversy that 
had been raised in Ext. 3 and Ext. 4 of which the letter 
itself admits of a substantial degree of confusion in 
the matter appeals, collection, disbursement and ac- 
counts in so far as Shri Surendranath Dwivedi is con- 
cerned. Ext. 3 is a letter published in the Prajatantra 
with a captain asking Shri Dwivedi to render accounts 
written by one SuraJ Mohanty and few others. This Is 
in the Praj antra dated 20th September. 1970 Ext. 4 Is 
a rejoiner to this by Shri Anil Kumar Ghosh, treasurer 
of the Orissa Relief and Rehabilitation Committee who 
figures as P.W. 12. Ext, 4 also contains another re- 
joinder by the said Saroj Mohanty in reply to Shrli Anil 
Kumar Ghosh’s letter. It is not necessary to enter into 
the details of the contents of these two exhibits. Suffice 
it to say that these publications leave no manner of 
doubt that the challenge thus made in respect of the 
accounts relating to the donations In the context of 1967 
cyclone and 1969 floods was a real controversy, for, an 
individual personally acquainted with the facts referred 
to therein would be left with the impression that Shri 
Dwivedi had the duty to render accounts which in fact 
had not been done. What is also important Is that it 
is not as if there is anything pointedly therein which 
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suggested that there was a personal liability east on 
Shri Dwivedi to render accounts or that he had per- 
sonally taken these moneys and had disbursed the same. 

59. It is not clear whether Ext, 5 which was Shri 
Dwivedi's reply to the news commentary, Ext. 4 written 
and published in the Prajatantra of 4th June, 1970 by 
the Cnief Editor of that paper P.W. 1, had come to the 
notice of Shri Surendra Mohanty or not. But assum- 
ing for a moment that he had noticed this Ext. 5 as 
suggested on behalf of the petitioner, Shri Dwivedi 
therein had referred to the damages dune nut only dur- 
ing the 1967 cyclone but also the floods thereafter in 
1969, Shri Dwivedi had appealed to different relief orga- 
nisatiohs and individuals after the 1969 floods and as 
a result Rs. 25,000 had been received through the Utkal 
Relief Committee besides the moneys from other donors. 
He further states therein that by the date of his letter 
the moneys were being distributed for renovating 
different school buildings in Patkura and its neighbour- 
ing areas through a committee. He ultimately gave the 
assurance that after the disbursements are complete, 
the donors were to be furnished with a detailed report. 
It is manifest that by the date of Shri Dwivedi’s letter 
the accounts had not been published. 

60. As is apparent from the evidence, this contro- 
versy persisted between June 1970 and September 1970. 
The meeting took place in February 1971. Even P.W. i 
the Chief Reporter and author of Ext. 4 deposes that he 
had no knowledge of the settlement of the controversy 
even by the date when he was thus deposing In Court, 

61. To add to this, there is nothing to refute the 
assertion of Shfi Surendra Mohanty in his cross- 
examination that the P.SP. that the P.S.P. workers and 
others in Patkura were making election propaganda 
out of the fact that Shri Sureudranath Dwivedi had 
raised funds for the relief of the distress in the 
Patkura area and iurtner that in course of his tom- 
in the Patkura Constituency during his election he had 
heard two versions — one set of people saying that it 
was Shri Dwivedi that some relief had been given at 
Patkura, the other version being that they had not re- 
ceived anything and that the funds nad been mis- 
utlhsed and Shri Dwivedi had not rendered accounts. 
Even after Ext. 5 which was a rejoinder to Shri 
Dwivedi's letter, Ext. 5 and which notwithstanding this 
letter insisted upon Shri Dwivedi to render accounts, 
no further reaction of Shri Dwivedi was available m 
the aforesaid circumstances, it is difficult to cast ;ny 
doubt on the bona tides of Shri Surendra Mohanty when 
he hold the audience in the manner he is alleged to 
have done and to arrive at a finding that he believed 
all that he said was false or that he had never believed 
this thing to be true. Much has been made on be hah 
of the petitioner to the fact that it was only in the 
context of the 1969 floods that Shri Dwivedi had ap- 
pealed for donations, whereas the reference m the 
speech of Shri Surendra Mohanty and the news item in 
Ext. 2 referred to the 1967 cyclone. But in no event can 
this be a matter of real consequence and Shri Dwivedi 
himself in his letter Ext. 5 refers to his appeal being 
in respect of not merely 1969 floods alone but also 
damages brought about by the 1967 cyclone as further 
hightened the calamities in 1969. 

62. Suffice it to note that the correspondence in 
'Ext. 16 to 19 during November and December, 1967 to 
which Shri Surendranath Dwivedi was a party and the 
Ext. M dated 10th September, 1969 a letter from the 
Bihar Relief Committee to Shri Radlianath Rath as also 
Ext. 9, dated 16th October, 1969 from Shri Surendra- 
nath Dwivedi to Shri Raclbanath apart from clearly 
eliminating the possibility of mala fides cn the part of 
the respondent, on the other hand very clearly indicate 
that Shri Dwivedi was closely associated with the avail- 
ability of funds for relief and closely concerned with 
the disbursement thereof. It is important to note that 
the audit report of the Orissa Relief and Rehabilita- 
tion Committee for the period 9th July, 1969 to 31st 
March 1971 was prepared as late as on 30th April, 
1971 as in Ext. 15. 


66. The net result of the foregoing discussions, there- 
fore, is that the item of corrupt practice under Section 
123(4) of the Act alleged against Shri Surendra Mo- 
hanty must be held not to have been proved. 

64. Coming now to the charge under Section 123(3) 
of the Act, it would be convenient to deal with the 
contents of Ext. 1, the editorial in the Kalinga dated 
15th February, 1971 and the impugned part of the 
statement In Shri Biju Patnaik’s speech, It may be 
recalled that Ext. 1 as earlier discussed had been writ- 
ten by Shii Gyanendra Verma who had ramained in 
charge of editing the paper since after the commence- 
ment of the election campaign by Shri Surendra 
Mohanty and as already held in that context Shri 
Surandra Mohanty never had anything to do in fact 
with the editing of the paper during those days nor 
any voice in the writing of the editorials and (he pub- 
lication thcreol. 

65. At the out set it is important to take note of the 
fact that the petition expressly confines itself to an al- 
legation that both in Ext. 1 and in Shri Biju Patnaik’s 
speech, there had been an appeal to r -llglous symbols 
namely the Chaka and Langals symbols allotted by the 
Election Commission by describing these symbols as 
weapons of .Tag aim alb and Balaram. It is not any 
appeal to religion as such that has been taken excep- 
tion to in the petition. The relevant issue is also con- 
fined to an appeal to religious symbol. 

66. On the other hand, In contract to this it is signi- 
ficant that the petitioner In his deposition, however, and 
that loo in his examinatlon-in-chief admits that on a 
reading of the editorial Ext. 1 and the report of the 
speech of Shri Biju Patnaik his impression was that it 
was an appeal in the name of religion. In cross-ex- 
amination also he makes it clear that according to him 
the object of the editorial was only to make a religious 
appeal to the voters. 

67. There can, however, be no doubt that a religious 
appeal and an religious symbols as contemplated under 
Section 123(3) of the Act are entirely tvdo different 
things. The former in appropriate circumstances may 
come within the mischief of Section 123(2) but cannot be 
Identical with an appeal to a religious symbol. 

68. Before proceeding further it is to be noted that, as 
already held the evidence on behalf of the petitioner 
regarding this objectionable part cf Shri Biju Patnaik’s 
speech does not deserve to be accepted and that the 
evidence on behalf of the respondent to the effect that 
Shri Biju Patnaik never made any such speech has to be 
preferred. There is, however, a further point which 
deserves to he noticed and that Is that according to the 
petitioner while Shri Biju Patnaik had been addressing 
the meeting, Shri Surendra Mohanty was present all the 
time. The respondent’s case on the other hand is that 
immediately after he finished his speech he was called 
away to be present at Kiarbank where the next meeting 
of the evening had been scheduled to be held and it had 
been delayed as a result of Shri Biju Patnaik and 
Shri Surendra Mohanty having been held up at Marsha 
Ghai. 

69. In this context the evidence of the petitioner’s 
witness is that Shri Biju Patnaik and Shri Surendra 
Mohanty left the Marsha Ghai meeting together and the 
evidence on behalf of the respondent is that Shri Biju 
Patnaik made speech after Shri Surendra Mohanty had 
left, the meeting. In view of the nature of the evidence 
of the prosecution witness, as already discussed, little 
reliance can be placed on them even in respect of this 
item and I would prefer to hold that Shri Surendra 
Mohanty had in fact left the meeting before Shri Biju 
Patnaik' addressed the audience and thus no liability of 
any kind can attach to Shri Surendra Mohanty for 
whatever Shri Biju Patnaik had said. 

70. Even assuming for a moment that he was present 
during Shri Biju Patnaik’s speech, there is not even an 
iota of evidence to suggest that Shri Surendra 
Mohanty could have had any knowledge of what the 
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context of Shri Biju Patnaik's speech was going to be; 
nor is there any evidence to show that he hud earlier 
given his consent to the context of Shri Biju Patnaik's 
speech. The decision oi the Supreme Court in i'. N. 
Balakrixhana v. Fernadez (A.I.R. 1969 S.C. 1201) has 
already been discussed on the question as to the nature 
of the proof required to establish consent cf the candi- 
date. It is only necessary to emphasise in this context 
also as held therein that mere knowledge ol or conni- 
vance at the corrupt practice is not enough to infer 
corrupt practice. It is true that their Lordships hole 
there that a consistent course of conduct in the canvass 
of the candidate may raise a presumption of consent hut 
the necessary plea or evidence in the instant case is 
completely absent. While it is true that Shri Biju 
Patnaik used to move about widely holding meeting, 
this was generally In the interest of the party as a whole 
and no doubt In the Interest of several candidates that 
were contesting the elections not only for the Parlia- 
mentary constituencies as in the case of Shri Surendra 
Mohanty but also for other party candidates lor the 
State Legislative Assembly. The mere presence of 
Shri Surendra Mohanty at the meeting cannot as such 
be enough to presume consent. 

71. On behalf of the petitioner, however, reliance has 
been placed on the case of Maganlal Bagdi v. H. V 
Kamath (A.I.R. 1960 Madhya Pradesh 3621 wherein it 
has been held that where election publicity and props • 
ganda of a party’s candidates for election to the State 
Assembly as well us to the House of People arc conduct- 
ed conjointly, the candidates are In fact and law lb 
agents of the candidates for the House of People and 
vice versa within the meaning of Section 123(4) of the 
Act. There is, however, no such allegation made in the 
election petition as was ihe case in this decision of the 
Madhya Pradesh High Court. There is little doubt that 
if such a broad proposition of law is taken as of uni- 
versal applcation, it would be to create the most diffi- 
cult position for the party candidates to meet the charge 
of corrupt practice. What is essential is that there must 
l>e a consent in the proper sense of the term and as 
pointed out in Lalsing v.VaRahh Das (A.I-R. 1967 
G ujrat 62) — 

“In order that an act may be said to have been 
done by one with the consent of another, it is 
necessary to determine that the two persons 
were adidem on the act done." 

This decision has been referred to with approval in the 
Supreme Court decision reported in A.I.R. 1969 S.C. 
1201. If as held therein even knowledge cannot be 
sufficient to prove consent, it will not stand to reason 
that mere presence of Shri Surendra Mohanty at the 
time Shri Biju Patnaik was addressing the meeting can 
unequivocally lead to an inference of such a consent. 

72. It follows that in no event, can the respondent be 
said to have given his consent to the appeal If any t.o 
religious symbols made by Shri Biju Patnaik. The only 
question, therefore, left for consideration on this part 
of the case is whether assuming this speech of Shri Biju 
Patnaik was as alleged by the petitioner, such a speech 
was tantamount to an appeal to religious symbols. The 
case of the petitioner in respect of Ext. 1 in the editorial 
in the Kalinga stands on the same footing. 

73. In both the speech and the editorial it is obvious 
(hat there has been clearly an appeal to the election 
symbols allotted b v the Election Commission. This 
consists Cf a water-wheel and a plough and is to be 
found in the list of symbols formed under the Election 
Symbols (Reservation and Allotment) Order 1968 print- 
ed at. page 412 of the Government publication of Manual 
of Election Law, 6th edition. All that is alleged is that 
this wheel has been referred to as a weapon of Jagim- 
nath and the plough to be a weapon of Balaram and 
this is tile only basis on which the allegation of an 
appeal to religious symbols rests. In other words, it is 
to be seen whether the mere fact that the wheel and 
the plough are ascribed to tie the weapons of Jagannath 
and Balaram in religious lore is sufficient to constitute 
these two things to be religious symbols. 


74. On behalf of the petitioner reliance has been 
placed upon the cases reported in 19.13(4) E-L.R. 330, 

19 E.L.R'. 278 and 20 E.L.R. 70. Ol these, the case in 

20 E.L.R. 76 Is not directly relevant to the point. In 
19 E.L.R. 278 the question was substantially different, 
namely whether there were systematic appeals in the 
name of religion and the use of religious symbols. Their 
Lordships found as a fact that a sysirmatic appeal in 
the name of religion and the use of religious symbols 
were carried on by the returned candidate and his agenl 
In answer to the contention that the b :llo 'k was not a 
religious symbol, their Lordships again emphasise that 
this appeal was a plain and systematic appeal when the 
leaflets on the subject were distributed among the voters 
to the knowledge of the returned candidate. It is in 
that context the Court observe that it would be suffi- 
cient to state that the bullock has been described as a 
Bchara of Lord Siba and as such had been used as a 
religious symbol. It would thus appear that to this 
extent atleast this decision supports the petitioner’s case. 
In the case reported in 1953(4) E.L.R. 380 it was held 
that an appeal to religious symbols need not be syste- 
matic even within the meaning of Section 124(5) of the 
Act as it then stcod. The actual symbol allotted by the 
Election Commission was a pair Of yoked bullocks. 
Even though the bullocks were described as bahana of 
Basavonna which was a religious deity it was held that 
the very fact that the word ’’Basavanna’’ used during 
(ho course of the election shows that an appeal was 
made to religion; the tribunal clearly held that the 
appeal to the actual symbol could not be held to be an 
appeal to religious symbol since the pair of yoked 
bullocks in the actual symbol was not a picture of 
Basavanna. Thus, the tribunal made a clear distinction 
between a religious appeal and an appeal to religious 
symbols and held that the mere description during elec- 
tion of the actual symbol as a religious symbol cannot 
lie an appeal to religious symbol. This decision in effect, 
therefore, does not support the case of the petitioner. 
Besides, another decision reported in 20 E.L.R. 76 has 
been held that the banion tree was a religious symbol, 

75. Be that as it may, the law as it stands must be 
understood in the light of the decision of the Supreme 
Court in Ramanbhai v. Dabhi Ajitkumar in A.I.R, 1965 
S.C. 669 It is essential for the purposes of this case to 
take note of their Lordships observation in paragraph 
10 of their judgement as quoted below. 

“As already stated, the Election Commissioner has 
itself allotted the symbol cf star to the Swat- 
antra party. Would it be turned into a religious 
symbol beacuse the star is described in the 
leaflets as the Dhruva star? In Webster’s New 
World Dictionary a symbol is described thus: 
“something that stands for or represents ano- 
ther things; especially an object used to re- 
person, i.e., in the entire creation and that (he 
dree is a symbol of peace, ihe cross is the 
symbol of Christianity”. The star standing 
bv itself was a svmbol of the Swantrn Party. 
Would it become then a religious symbol unless, 
like the cross, it is regarded as a symbol of 
Hindu religion when it is associated with 
Dhruva’’ It is impossible to say that any 
particular object, bird, or animal rould be 
regarded as a “symbol of the Hindu reli- 
gion’’. The basic concept of Hindu reli- 
gion is that the supreme being Is in 
every '‘inunimate” object, plant, creaiure or 
person, i.e. in tile entire creation and that the 
entire creation is within the Supreme Being. 
If, therefore, according to the fundamental con- 
cept. of Hindu religion, God or Divinity is the 
reality of the substance of everything that exits, 
it would not be possible to say that any parti- 
cular object Is a symbol of the Hindu religion 
Tt is true that various deities in the Hindu pan- 
theon are associated with some specific objects, 
hirds or animals Thus, for example. Shiva is 
associated with a trident and a coiled cobra 
round his neck; Vishnu is associated with the 
cobra ‘Shesha’ on which he reclines as upon a 
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bed; the eagle is associated with Vishnu as his 
vehicle; the goddess Lakshmi is associated with 
lotus upon which she stands and so on and so 
forth. Does it mean then that if a person uses 
a lotus or a cobra or a trident as his election 
symbol he will be appealing to the religious 
sentiments of the people? The answer must be 
clearly In the negative." 


Their Lordships in the decision referred to above 
namely the case reported in A.I.R. 1065 S.C. 669 further 
observe as follows; — 

"Similarly, if they are told that they should cast 
their votes for a particular candidate whose 
election symbol is associated with a particular 
religion just as the Cross is associated _ with 
Christianity, that will be using a religious 
symbol for obtaining votes. But where, as in 
the case of Hindu religion it is not possible to 
associate a particular symbol with religion, the 
use of a symbol even when it is associated with 
some deity, cannot, without something more, 
be regarded as a corrupt practice within the 
meaning of Section 12,3(3) of the Act.” 


76. In view of these clear pronouncements of their 
Lordships of the Supreme Court the finding as to 
whether there was an appeal to a religious symbol must 
be answered In the negative, The principles that 
should guide the Court in appreciating the implication 
of speeches at election campaigns and leaflets distribut- 
ed at election meetings have already been referred to 
suffice it to say a reading of the editorial Ext. 1 as also 
the speech alleged to have been made Shri Biju Pat- 
nalk must have to be read in the light of the decision 
of the Supreme Court In Shubnath D^oparn v. Ram 
Narnia, Prasad. A.I.R. 1960 S. C. 143 referred to in 
A.I R 1965 S. C. 669. Here again, the relevant pas- 
sage in A.I.R. 1960 S. C. 143 may be quoted with ad- 
vantage which runs as follows; — 

"A distinction must, therefore, be drawn between 
canvassing on grounds cf religion and seeV.ing 
of votes In graphic or picturesque language 
with analogies from religious lore - to illust- 
rate. a candidate may appeal to the electorate 
consisting of persons professing different reli- 
gions. say Hindus. Mohnmmadans, Christians 
etc., to vote fer him and say that he would 
sacrifice his life in the cause of his constituen- 
cy just like Christ sacrificed to redeem the 
world. He may also sav that like Rama, the 
virtuous, who killed Ravana, the rakeshasa, 
the embodiment of evil, be would, if elected, 
pul down corruption, nepotism and the like 
in Government. He may even say that he 
would sacrifice himself as a goat before Kali 
f’’ bring happiness and nrosperity to his cons- 
t'+uency, All these slmilies are drawn from 
’■cl Winn, but thev do not embody an appeal, 
directly n- indirectly, to vote for the candidate 
op 'rounds of religion". 


It is ''"dent, a distinction has undoubtedly to be drawn 
betw’in "-mvasring on grounds of religion and anneal- 
ing to religious symbols merely because the Chakra is 
the weapon associated with Srikrlshna or Jngnnnath 
and merely because the- plough is associated with the 
dettv Balaram, it cannot convert the Chaka Langala 
in to a religious symbol. 


77 It remains to be emphasised that a fair reading 
of the editorial Ext. 1 emphasises upon the scheme as- 
cribed to what Chaka and Langala represent namelv 
agriculture and development of industries and it is 
claimed that sine' ihk ulefure of these two articles had 
been assigned to the Utkal Congress party as their elec- 
tion svmbol it is with the Power u deriving this symbol 
that the TJtkal Congress Partv will be able in bring 
about all round developments in the Slate of Orissa In 
agriculture, industries and in providing employment 
to the unemployed While (1 mg rn ' * r mints to t " 
fact, of association of Ihese articles wth these two deiti- 
es a nd describes them as weapons of these deities 


and it is because of the immeasureable forca behind 
these weapons that it will be possible for the Utkal 
Congress Party to do so, It cannot but be held that 
such a presentation can hardly stir up even the religi- 
ous sentiment and is nothing more than the use of 
similies drawn from religion couched in metaphors and 
high-flown language. 


78, The finding must be that neither in the editorial 
in Ext. 1 nor in the speech If made by Shri Biju Pat- 
naik to this effect, it is possible to hold that there 
has been an appeal to a religious symbol. It is signi- 
ficant that It is not even the ease cf the petitioner that 
there has been a use of religious symbol as distinct 
from an appeal to religious symbol, It Is equally sig- 
nificant as is evidence the emblem of the P.S.P. on Its 
flag is nothing other than this wheel and plough, noth- 
ing substantially different from that of the election 
symbol allotted to the Utkal Congress Party. 

79. The next rx>int for consideration is whether If 
at ail it is to be held that these statements of Shri 
Surendra Mohanty in his speech as reported in Ext. 2 
fall within the mischief of Section 123(4) of the Act 
and whether It can be said to have been reasonably 
calculated to prejudice the prospects of Shri Surendra- 
nath Dwivedi’s election. This aspect has been explain- 
ed In Jivatode v, Vithalrao In A I.R'. 1970 S. C. 1841. 
The word ‘calculated’ has to be interpreted in the sense 
that the publication of false statement of fact editing 
to personal character or conduct must be such as w-uld 
In the estimation of the court having regard +o the 
nature of the publication, the evidence tendered in 
court and the surrounding circumstances have its natu- 
ral and probable consequences of prejudicing the pros- 
pects of the candidate relation to whose personal 
character or conduct the publication has been made. 
The emphasis is not so much on the intention of the 
publisher but on the probable effect on the election of 
the candidate against whom those statements are 
direrted. 


80 It is not to be ignored that as is in evidence on 
behalf of the petitioner himself Shri Surendranath 
Dwivedi had been held in high esteem in the area. If 
at all the impugned statements are to he equated with 
the allegation of misappropriation without any reser- 
vation whatsoever It cannot but be said that In all 
probability the prospects of Shri Dwivedi’s election 
would have stood prejudiced. But as taken into ac- 
count by their Lordships of the Supreme Court in the 
decision last referred to, a campaign of slander Is 
likelv to create prejudice in the mind of the people. 
The bigger the lie. the greater is the chance of its being 
accented ns truth and that there is unfortunately a 
tendency in the mind cf the unwary public to believe 
the worst about individuals. Though in this sense the 
answer to the question must be In favour of the peti- 
tioner. on the finding already arrived at, the question 
does not really arise. 


81, As regards the alleged appeal to religious sym- 
bols' the question of furtherance of t.he prospects cf the 
election of Shri Surendra Mohanty or nrelu die ally 
affecting the election of Shri Surendranath Dwivedi 
does not also arise on the basis of the finding already 
arrive’! at- Even otherwise the sneeeh was made bv 
Shri Bilu Patnaik. the leader of the Utkal ■ Congress 
and in his speech as wdl as in the editorial Ext. 1 
Ihp emphasis es on the victory of the Utkal Congress 
Partv as such which is not an Ali-Tndia Partv. Even 
lhou"h Shri Surendra Mohanty was a candidate of the 
titkal Congress Partv for the Parliamentary constitu- 
eww nonetheless in the sneeeh and in the editornl Th" 
ultimate object is to ensure the necessity of forming a 
strong and stable Government for uoUftment of the 
State of Orissa. Besides, at the meeting on 15th Feb- 
ruary. 1971 at Marsha Ghai there were also other Utkal 
Congress Pi-tv candidates contesting the election for 
Ihe State Assembly. Tt us not alleged as tt .while mak- 
inc an anneal, if anv, to a religious symbol Shri BEu 
Patnilk made any reference in that context to the 
candidature cf Shri Surendra Mohanty or even of Shri 
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Surendranath Dwivedi. Nor is there any allegation 
in tha election petition that it was ever the scheme of 
Shri Biju Patnaik, Shri Surcndra Mohanty and others 
of his party to jointly canvass in favour of each one of 
them through speeches to he delivered by their leader, 
Shri Biju Patnaik. In the circumstances, even on the 
assumption of facts in favour of the petitioner, it is 
not possible to give a finding in favour of the petitioner 
In so far as the last limb of sub-section (3) of Section 
123 of the Act Is concerned. 

82. All that remains to be noted is that on behalf 
of the respondent several petitions have been filled 
praying lor an expunction of that part of the deposi- 
tions of the petitioner's witnesses who say that Shri 
Surendra Mohanty had told the audience that Shri 
Surendranath Dwivedi had misappropriated the moneys 
received by him- On behalf of the petitioner counters 
have been tiled. The position, however, is clear that 
the witnesses had said so in the context of their ver- 
sions of the speech that they were deposing to as 
having been made bv Shri Surendra Mohanty. It is 
true and it is conceded by the learned counsel for the 
petitioner that there is no specific assertion. of an alle- 
gation of misappropriation in the election petition. But 
nonetheless it is not really a question of expunction of 
this part ot the depositions but it is a question of taking 
this part of the depositions into account in the context 
of the actual allegation 111 the petition under Section 
123(4) of the Act. As already pointed out, the point 
is whether by the mere fact of having said that Shri 
Surendranath Dwrvedi had not rendered .accounts, the 
only inevitable conclusion was that there was misap- 
propriation by him. Having regard to all these cir- 
cumstances, the relevant part of the depositions docs 
not call for any cxpunelicn and the petition in that 
behalf by the respondent is rejected. 

B3. On behalf of the petitioner a p-etition has been 
filed lor naming Shri Biju Fatnailc as a person who 
has been proved at the trial to have committed corrupt 
practice. In view of the uctual findings, the question 
does not arise and this prayer Is also rejected. 

84. In the result, therefore, thu finding must be 
that no corrupt practice within the meaning of Section 
123(3) or Section 123(4) of the Act has been proved to 
have been committed at the election. The petition is 
accordingly dismissed with costs, the total amount of 
which is fixed at Rs. 500 to be paid by the petitioner 
to the respondent, 

(Sd.) B. C. Das. 

The High Court of Orissa, 

Cuttack. 


The 14th. January, 1972. 


LNo. 82/OR/B/71.I 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 2th February 1972 

S.O. 739.— Whereas. Shri Patni Jayantilal Mani- 
lal, 65, Sutar Chawl, 25-Abdul Rehman Street, Bom- 
bay-3, who was a contesting candidate for election 
held in March, 1971 to the House of the People from 
4-Bombay South constituency was disqualified by the 
Commission by its Order dated the 31st December, 
1971, under- section 10A of the Representation of the 
People Act, 1951, for his failure to lodge an account 
of his election expenses as required by the said Act 
and the Rules made thereunder; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferr- 
ed by section 11 of the said Act, the Election Com- 
mission, for t'he reasons recorded on the representa- 
tion made by the said candidate Shri Patni Jayanti- 
lal Manilal, reduces the period of disqualification im- 
posed on him to the period of disqualification al- 
ready suffered by him and removes the disqualifica- 
tion for the unexpired period with immediate effect. 

[No. MT-HP/4/71(R).] 
By Order, 

K. S. RAJAGOFALAN, Secy. 


fit fesft, 7 'Etarfr, 1972 

WTO 73 9. — HR: sft TSUfr SpreftW R 1 fffttRTR, 65, 
fffIT ■fiTH, 2 5 5TKFt-3, sft RftT RRT 

f<T7 RT#, 1971 RfF Wm it 4-RTRR 
H ffiRTffff HSR RI% W'PFff R, NTT TfnrfdfRTT RfafffRR, 

1951 wxr khe % wEfrr unm spt rr*t 

ffTfFsf 3 1 fomrT, 19 71 IDT, RRT wfsrfRRR RRT TTflTff 
TTTTn; qn fTHn 5irr sqTfsrr ■rm wprf jt tt£ 
cprr srfen if rrrh % rttr f^tr 

iR r i 

rt:, rr, 3W krftrfffTpr am n am tnw 
TT TTFT ftr 'tp-TR fffRTR’T HPfPT, RTT 
RWf? efi TcFJfV RffnftRiH RfRRTH 5PT f^R Rff 

tt: rttrt r rr it wferci'fttr fargRr spi 

RTRTfffH T RTT TT RRR~i iff RTf RT | fsfRfff R^R RTT 

| wfy rrrIr-r t %tt ^ fqr^rr tt ^fr 

R"RR R ifTRT I I 

[Ro RfT-RtoRo/4/7l(wr7:)] 
5fT^?T R, 

TTRo TJRRiTlfrfd, RfffR I 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 8tli February 1972 

S.O. 740. — Whereas Shri Krishan Kumar, R/O House 
Nv>. 90, Than Singh Nagar, Aanad Parbat, New Delhi, 
who was a contesting candidate for the General Elec- 
tion to the House of the People, from 3-Kaithal consti- 
tuency in the State of Haryana, held in March, 1971, 
was disqualified by the Commission by its order, dated 
the 3rd December, 1971, under section 10A of the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951, for his failure 
to lodge an account of his election expenses within the 
time and in the manner required by the said Act and 
Rules made thereunder; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by section 11 of the said Act, th e Election Commission 
for the reasons recorded on the representation made 
by the said candidate Shri Krishan Kumanr reduces 
the period of disqualification imposed on him to the 
period of disqualification already suffered by him and 
removes the disqualification for the unexpired period 
with immediate effect. 


[No, HN -HP/ 3/71- (4-R) .] 
By Order, 

A. N. SEN, Secy. 

rtIr 

fff fffcRt, 8 1972 

740. — Rfft, J 5ft fRTT fffffHft RTTR 

go, «TFT THR, WFT5 fff feft RRT 
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% fair IB 7 l if 5^ fTT'dTTN fdTPPT if 3-%«TT 
fa<rfad war y faffed ^ tdv4t T, mr Tfcrfafapr 
wfafanff, 1951 # rtc 1 o-v % «rtfPT srfafa irt tp% 
srfaw fntta 3 frersn;, 1971 irt, ttt wfufainr 

dTfflfl 5TTRT dV fatpff SRT 8TT%T ddd % ?R3T ?WT 
frfd fT *rfa fddfVd safaf dd #sTT TTfaTST YTd R 51RT9RT 
T^T % spnTTT fdT%T *fT fair > 1 % «T; 

WT:, Vd, ^TT yfafddV 77 STITT 1 1 TITT TdfT VrfdddT 
TT TTfR TXT f7, WRTT fddrTd VTdTd, TU <PHPff 
sfr f^T f RTT J1TT fad fid V'<drdTd fiT dfdfwfaJd dTTVdi 
R Td TT fdr|dT TT TRTTTfa TT dTTdV Tddr ?T 

srTTT | faddi do dPdd if ddd dV ? #T ddfapT 
dddrdfy % ftld Td ffiTgrfT TT $TT TTTT d 7TTRT | I 

[To ?[T-5rW:'3/7/'4-*rT] 

?rfa?T ft, 

ITo tT;fo dT dfatd I 


At page 3266 of the Gazette: — 

(1) in line seventeen, for the number and word 
“149-Tirupathi”, substitute “149-Thirupathi”, 

(ii) in, line thirtyflve, for the entry “164-Kaiyandurg 

read 167-Kalyandurg” substitute the entry 
“104-Kalyandurg (SC) read 167-Kalyandurg 
(SC)”, 

(iii) in item (8) against 99-Prathipad, in the third 

line for the word "Najupalem” read "Raju- 
palem” and in the fourth line for the words 
“Nandendla flrka” read ‘‘Nadendla firka”. 

At page 3267 of the Gazette : — 

(i) in item (12) against 111-Barchur, in the fifth 

line for the words “Annaaram villages” read 
"Annavaram villages” 

(ii) in item (17) against 201-Vicarabad(SC), in 

second line, for the words "the existing” read 
"the existing entry”, 

(iii) under the heading villages in Ongole flrka in- 
cluded in Santhanuthalapadu Assembly consti- 
tuency 1 for the entry "9-Serviroddipalem” read 
"9-Servireddipalem" 

TNo. 262/1/AP/71.] 
R. D. SHARMA, Under Secy. 


ERRATA 

New Delhi, the 3rd February 1972 

S.O. 741. — In the Election Commissions noti- 
fication No. 282/1/AP/71, dated the 1st December, 
1971 published in an extraordinary issue of the 
Gazette of India, Part-II, section 3, sub-section (ii), 
dated the 3rd December, 1971 — 

At page 3263 of the Gazette: — 

(i) in item (1) against 15-Ongole, in the first line 
for the words "extent of constituency” read 
“extent of constituency” and for entries "(97) 
Ponnor, (08J Sapatla,” read "(97) Ponnur, 
(98) Bapatla,” 

At page 3204 of the Gazette: — 

(i) in item (2) against 16-Guntur, for the entry 
“(103) Tadikonde” read "(103) T.adikonda” 

(Ii) in item (3) against 17-Narasarapopet, for the 
entry “(99) Pratripad”, read “(99)_ Prathipad,” 

(iii) in item (4l against 18-Kavall, for the entry 

"(119) PondiU” read “(119) Podili”, 

(iv) in item (6) for the words and number "in 20- 
Tirupatni (SC)” read “in 20-Tirupathl (SC)”, 

(v) in item (7) against 21-Chittoor, for the entries 

"(143) Rajampte, (152) Rayachoty and (153) 
Lakkireddipalii” read (143) Palmaner, (144) 
Punganur and (145) Madanapalli” 

(vl) in item (8) against 22-Rajampet, for the entry 
"(151) Kajampet,” read “(151) Rajampet”, 

(vii) in item (12) against 2G-Kumool, for the entry 
“£177) Yemaiganur”, read "(177) Yemmiganur”, 

(viii) m Item (1) against lO-Salur(ST) in fifth and 
sixth line for the words “Amarayyavalas and 
Kilam villages in Mentada flrka in Gajapathi- 
nagram taluk” read “Amarayyavalasa and 
Kailam villages In Mentada flrka in Gajapathi- 
nagaram taluk” 

At pap^ 3265 of the Gazette: — 

(i) in item (2) against 12-Pedamanapuram, in third 
line for the words “Sobbili taluk” read 
"Bobbili taluk” and In the fourth line for the 
words “Messalaoeta” read "Meesalapeta”, 

(ii) in item (7) for the entries "112-Reddakurapadu 

114-Macherea and 128-SarepaIli (SC) 1 ’, substi- 
tute "112-Peddakurapadu, 114-Mech 0 rIa, and 
128-Sarvepalli(SC)’\ 


MINISTRY OF COMMUNICATIONS 
(P. & T. Board) 

New Delhi, the 14th. February 1972 

S.O. 742. — In pursuance of para (a) of Section III of 
Rule 434 of Indian Telegraph Rules, 1951, as introduced 
by S.O. No. 027 dated 8th March, I960, the Director 
General, Posts and Telegraphs, hereby specifies the 10th 
March, 1972 as the date on which the Measured Rate 
System will be Introduced in PHALTON Telephone 
Exchange, Maharashtra Circle. 

[No. 5-12/72nPE[B(2). 

D. R. BAHL, 

Assistant Director General (PHB). 

ftWTC fdNTd 

fa?#, 14 1972 

VTo WT° 742. — P'TT# STfaHT Wd 627, fadPF 8 

1960 jrt htpj; fanj flir mrrffa- (nrfftdd 1951 

%fftdd 434 % w 111 %%cr (*p) % 

R^rfaStll^i ft Budat it fadDR 16—3—72 ft 

wfar?r n w# *Rft w fftpdd fadT t i 

[ftW 5-12/72~<ffa>tTdo#o(2)] 

snr® “U 551 , 


MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 

New Delhi, the 14 th February 1972 

S.O. 74Sj — In pursuance of clause (a) of section 2 of 
the Diplomatic and Consular Officers (Oaths and Fees) 
Act, 1948, the Central Government hereby authorises 
Shri M. B, Mathur, Assistant in the Vice-Consulate of 
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India, Geneva to perform the duties of a Consular 
Agent , with effect from the 21st December, 1971 until 
further orders. 

[No. F, T. 4330/3/72.] 
PRAMOD KUMAR, 
Under Secy. (Consular). 

14Trurfr, 1972 

<ftowi° 743. — TnnTfiFE (?rrc 

t<TS5p) STftrfRRR, 1948 % 'ffFT 2 HTU («P) % 
WRRtyT if TOIT RityT % fWR 

■e 

ir y-jnrr, «fr cro rt^t t^anr itrstt 
srr^r cff, srfwrf «ft rtf* rh# rt srfaRfn: 

% 1 

[RW Rir° zN 4330 / 3 / 72 ] 

irate xm Ef^r i 


DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 

NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 26th February 1972 

8 ,0. 744. — The following modifications which the 
Central Government proposes to make to the Master 
Plan for Delhi are hereby published for public Infor- 
mation. Any person having any objection or sugges- 
tion with respect to the proposed modifications may 
send his objection or suggestion in writing to the Sec- 
retary, Delhi Development Authority, Delhi Vikas 
Bhawan, New Delhi within a period of 30 days from 
the date of this notice. The person making the objec- 
tion or suggestion should also give his name and 
address. 

Modification 

(1) “An area measuring about 4.46 hect. (13.5 acres) 
earmarked in the Master Plan/ zonal plan as commer- 
cial for warehousing, storage, depots and mineral 
siding sorrounded by 45.72 mte (150 ft.) wide Master 
Plan Road in the north (as per new alignment due to 
the site feasibility), Mathura Road 45.72 mtrs. (150 ft.) 
in the East, industrial area in the south and the 
Railway Line in the west is proposed to be changed to 
Industrial use (Light manufacturing)” 

(2) “An area measuring about 2.8 hect. (about 7 acs.) 
located near Feroz Shah Kotla monuments and 
earmarked as recreational and historical monuments in 
the Master Plan/Zonal Plan is proposed to be charged 
to Residential”. 

The plana Indicating the proposed modifications will 
be available for Inspection at the office of the Authori- 
ty, Delhi Vikas Bhawan, Indraprastha Estate, New 
Delhi on all working days except Saturday within the 
period referred to above. 

[No. F.16(55)/70-MP.] 
H. N. FOTEDAR, Secy. 

favw Juftrrr'T 

Rf f^fY, 26 TTtRXt 1972 

trrro tfty 744. — fKRTty ftssft 'STPT 


STR+lO' % f%Y SEfTfarcT fW SR t l mfWR % 

wrPfrtrhfURTW *rm%3ofaR% 

TTftrvTor rv fewft % tfr IYpt 

r^ster^I i afrsrf’Rr wY invfYT 

tf5iY*ra 

(1) "^rwr 4-46 (13. 5 ^r?) rtt sfor 

RTEST ’-NIR' if RfRTR', 

firft ott ^frTsr tret 

RTfRRTfRfceEf | 37RT Y 45. 72*ffcT 

(l50*) RTOT csTPT TTS" f (WR R7 
RtT * W^TR) ^^ 45.72tfteT 

( 150 ’) ^hflnT^u Ttv, Rfw «fafrfir«F 

ista sr ffcrvt 

*ra uWrftpE rotYr jj®[) ($pj 

OTfFr) YRfYRRR-R^RT5rRTTR$ I 

( 2 ) "f'ETtonrr^ rYtot ram % fro: 2-8 

(HRRR 7 «trr) apY RTEST <RPT/ 

rai irY 

wrt usrqftflta fit 
STRilfEr TRET R TfYRRR RT?3r RTf RESTR $ l” ’ 

SlffiRTT tY rYt fwl tft RTRRfrRrfcR' $ fW?cfY 
'EPrfWtRTi'RT RRR, TRT5R«I VEK, 

RifiYtrR % RTR^Rff VI fYff* 

«tw farRTcmrwr^ i 

[?fo tnjjo 16 ( 55 ) 70 - 4 ^ 0 ^ 0 ] 
t^To PRO rYRRIT RfVT I 


MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue and Insurance) 
ORDERS 
Stamps 

New Delhi, the 26th February 1972 

S.O. 745, — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (b) of sub-section (1) of section 9 of the Indian 
Stamp Act, 1899 (2 of 1899), the Central Government 
hereby permits the City and Industrial Development 
Corporation of Maharashtra Limited, Bombay, to pay 
consolidated stamp duty of nine lakhs, six thousand, 
one hundred and twenty-seven rupees and fifty paise, 
chargeable on the debentures of the value of twelve 
crores, eight lakhs and seventeen thousand rupees, 
under the said Act. 

[No. 5/72-Stamps/F. No. 471/7/72-Cus.VII.] 
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faTcT 

(TTSTfffSftT afrufWT) 
fCTFT 


(lii) Maharashtra-Case No. l, Column 8, insert the 
word ‘Do’ against the words Not known in 
Column 7. 

Page 6066- 

Case No. 10 Column 6 (i) line 7, read ‘messuages’ 
far 'messages’ 

(li) Line 14, read ‘Road’ for ‘Rood’ 


5T$ ftresfr, 26 W^Tt, 197 2 
7 45. — VfrTcfjTT PJTR JlftlfRTtT, 1899 
(1899 *T 2) UTCT 9 ^ ^TUTTr (l) % WT (u) 

artr sryt vrfepff tt srafar ttr §3?, tor 
CTOS' TJN r r>fe +TOfl^R *rni ERTTF^ fsrfR^T 

5Ttsrf Tt, TTcf wftrfTTTT % 3fKf UTS NFS', 

Rtfg; ^jfn: ^TF % JjrT % f^ft TT SPTR, ffV 5TF3T, 

gurrc, 

w *tot *F^ % faq, ^d^anr sfjwt Wt § i 

[Ro 5/72-PTTPT/9iToRo 47l/7/72-?ftRT° VII] 

S.O. 746.— In exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (b) of sub-section (1) of section. 9 of the Indian 
Stamp Act, 1899 (2 of 1899), the Central Government 
hereby permits the State Industrial and Investment 
Corporation of Maharashtra Limited, Bombay, to pay 
consolidated stamp duty of two lakhs, forty-seven 
thousand and five hundred rupees, chargeable on the 
debentures, of the value of three crores and thirty 
lakhs rupees, under the said Act. 

[No. 0/72-Stamps/F. No. 471/11/72-Cua. VII.] 
K. SAN'KARARAMAN, Under Secy. 

qRo wto 746.— tmsfta SCTPT srfafTHr, 1899 

(1890OT 2) kroner (i)* *■»(») 

siTrr TTfepif sptRt ^ it, 

tnry VI Hi TgTTPSjT frrfffTT, 

<TTcT srfsrfRTR % WtfR, eftff TTl? tffa WFJ W? 
ftrf^TfTTJrvTFf.st^rrar, RffpfFr gw , ttt 
RiTfitET (ZPR RFT ¥T tKl 1 ! 4><rt % fNF, 

<tF£JTT & I 

[Ro 6/72— ^f<* 471/ ll/72-tftaTo VII] 

pfrT U TrT, mx rfw I 


ERRATA 

S.O. 747. — In the Notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Finance, Department of 
Economic Affairs (Office of the Treasurer of Charitable 
Endownments for India) No F. 1/1/71-TCE, dated the 
15th June 1971 published as S.O. 5140 in the Gazette 
of India, Part II, Section 3(11) dated the 13th November, 
1971 at pages 6061 to 6095. 
pagess 6061 to 6095. 

(i) Insert the word ‘NOTIFICATION* above ‘New 

Delhi, the 15th June, 1971. 

(ii) Read ‘as’ for ‘so’ in line 1 against S.O. 5140 


Page 6002-- 

Case No. 1, Column 8, line 17 read "328’ ’’ for "328;” 
Page 6004 — 

(I) Case No. 3, Column 0, H«n 2, line 1 read 

TJnlithgo’ for ‘Linpithgo’ 

(II) Case No. 4, Column 8, read ‘Do’ for' 


Page 6067- 

Case No. 14, Column fl, (i) line 1, read 'Secondly* 
for ‘Seondly’ 

(ii) line 2, read ‘land’ for ‘/and’ 

Page 6069 — 

Case No. 16, Column 5, line 2, read ‘Jejeebhoy* 
for ‘Jeejeebhoy’ 

Page 6070 — 

Case No. 17, Column 7 and 8, read, ‘Not known’ 
’for ‘Do’ 

Pages 6072-73 — 

Case No. 3. column 11, line 2, rend ‘Development’ 
Tor ‘Develoment’ 

Case No. 4 (i) Column 6, read ‘(al) 31,584.74’ for 
‘(AI) 1,31,584.7’ 

(il) Column 10, insert ‘(d)’ before the figure ‘53.00’ 

(iii) Column 11. para (d) (a) ime 2, read ‘after’ 
for ‘aftere’ 

(b) line 4, read ‘Savings’ for Servings’ 

Page 6074-75— 

Case No. 11, Column 11, line 6, read ‘of for ‘o’ 
Pages 6076-77 — • 

Case No. 14. Column 6, read ‘(h3) 4,76,409.50’ for 
‘34,76,409.50’ 

Case No. 15, Column 11, line 4, read ‘disposal’ for 
‘dispose’ 

Case No. 16, Column 11, line 4, (i) read ‘1969’ for 
‘1967’ 

(ii) line 6, read ‘1970-75’ for ‘1975’ 

Pages 6078-79 — 

Case No. 2, (i) Column 4, the figure against ‘5J% 
Loan 2000’ read ‘1,40,300.00’ for ‘1,40,300.000’ 

(ii) Column 11, line 11, para (n) read ‘59,135,78* 
for ‘59,135,78/-’ 

Case No. 3, Column 11, read ‘(R)’ for ‘ (o)’ para 2 

Case No. 4, (i) Column 7, read ‘(d) for ‘(p)’ before 
the figure 14.84. 

(ii) Column 9, read ‘(j)’ for ‘(f)’ 

Case N°- 6, Column 9, read ‘32.66’ for ‘632.6’ against 
interest remitted. 

Pages 6080-81 — 

Case No. 10, Column 3, line 4, read ‘B.I.T.’ for 
‘B.L.T.’ 

Case No. 13, Column 2, line 1, read ‘Province’ for 
‘Provinc’ 

Case No. 14, Column 3, line 1, read ‘Director’ for 
•Diretor’ 

Case No. 15, Column 9, insert ‘(g)’ before the words 
‘Other Payments’. 

Pages 6082-83— 

Case No. 16, Column 11, para (x) line 5, read 
‘27-8-71’ for ‘27-8-7’ 

Case No. 18, Column 10, read *(ae)’ for ‘(ac)’ 
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Pages 6084-85 — 

Case No. 21 (i) Column 7, read ‘(af)’ for ‘(aj)' 

(.ii) Column 10, read ‘(ah)’ for ‘(ab)'. 

Case No, 22 (i) Column 7, read ‘(aa)’ for ‘(a©)’ 
(11) Column 11, lines 1 and 2, read 'proceeds’ for 
‘provceeds’ 

Case No. 23 (i) Column 3, lines 11 and 12, read 
‘Mahatma’ for ’Mahama’ 

(ii) Column 4, read ‘3% Conversion Loan 194G 
11,(100-00’ for ‘3% Conversion Loan 11,001,00’ 

(iii) Column 5, read ‘11,000.00’ for ‘11,000,00’ 

Case No. 25, Column 3, line 4, read ‘Asiatic’ for 

‘Asiatic’ 

Case No. 26 (i) Column 3, line 1, read ‘Secretary’ 
for ‘Secrctry’ 

(ii) Column 4, read ‘7,000.00’ for ‘2,000.00’ against 
4-3/4% Maharashtra Loan 1976 and '2,000,00” 
for ‘7,000.00’ against 4-3/4% Madras Loan 
3970. 


(iii) Column 6, read, ‘93,262.71’ for ‘98,262-7’ 

(iv) Column 10 read *(ee)’ for ‘fee.)’ 

Pages 6088-87 — 

Column 11, line 16, read ‘5-3/4%’ for '5J per cent’ 
Pages 6086-87— 

Case No. 4, Column 11, line 7 read ‘(w)’ for ‘(iv)’ 

MADHYA PRADESH — Case No. 2, Column 2, line 1, 
read ‘Berar’ for ‘Bearer’. 

Pages 6092-93— 

(i) Case No. 10, Column 2, line 2, read ‘Trust’ for 
’Trus’. 

(1!) Case No. II, Column 7, insert ‘(a)’ against the 
figure ‘785.00’. 

Pages 6094-95 — 

Case No. 16, Column 6, read ‘3,198.00’ for ‘3,193.00’ 


fV% tufut y trrfdF pnr fspsTFi % her ft gfd fafsr % YdT’TTH % trrc fcre Yt furtY 15 ^ 1 9 7 1 y> srfwmT 
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ministry of labour and rehabilitation 

(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 3rd February 1972 

S O 747. — In pursuance of clauses (c) and (d) of 
sub-paragraph (I) of paragraph 4 of the Employees' 
Provident Funds Scheme, 1952, the Central Govern- 
ment hereby appoints Shri D. P. Chakrabarty Messrs. 
Andrew Yule and Company Limited 23 N/l, Diamond 
Harbour Road, N.R. Avenue — New Allpur and Shri 
Bibhas Ghosh, Rabindra Nath Road, Post Office Gondal- 
para, Chandannagar as members of the Regional 
Committee for the State of West Bengal and makes 
the following further amendments in the notification 
of the Government of India in the late Ministry of 
Labour No. S.R.O. 1278 dated the 20th June, 1953, 
namely: — 

In the said notification, 

(i) for entry (4), the following entry shall be 
substituted, namely: — 

“(4) Shri D. P. Chakrabarty, Messrs Andrew 
Yule and Company Limited, 23 N/l, Diamond 
Harbour Road* N.R. Avenue — New Alipur. 
Calcutta-63.” 

(11) for entry (8), the following entry shall be 
substituted, namely: — 

"(8) Shri Bibhas Ghosh, Rabindra Nath Road, 
Post Office Gondalpara, Chandannagar,” 

[No. 12/6/84/FF-n.] 

(«m tVjpttt firm) 

JTffcFrfr, 3 TvGTTt 1972 

WTo *no 747. — Ttfwfr WfaW faftr 1952 

$ 4 % ( 1 ) % (t) <cfk (^) ^ 

tnwr i? irwrr <fto 

W ^ fwfR^T, 23TT/l, 


tfr, itro wfar tftt aft ftnmr *rX 

ifsra ht*t xnr, wwn, wttrtt ^ «rfw>T 

wmwm 'v %tr w^nrFBffi % Rcwr % ft if- f^tr 
TnBttsrTrmTd rxftt wr R?nwr nft srfa- 
HWTT RSTTFIo fao Wo 1278ftRFF 20^R 1953 if 
UlR RRtwr TTdt $, Wlfa : — 

3RR if, 

(i) srfafar ( 4) % pttr tt fRwfcrfaR JiMfer 
TfdWlfTR Wtpfl, W7H : — 

“( 4 ) nIyIo <fro RWif, #wr ^ 

23 q/T/l, SBBTBr 

Tfa, t£Ro WT° WffjT, 

■+NTYTTT-53” 

(ii) Tfrfe (8) % PTTRTT Tfafo 

TfR/wfTR *ffV •JfFT’fl, Wr^ : — 

"(8) *sft fTRRT NtN, Tfaz rm TIT, REfTT 

[Ro 12(6)/ 64— 'fVotJTio 2] 

New Delhi , the 15 th February 1972 

S.O. 748. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-paragraph (1) of paragraph 22 of the Employees 1 
Provident Funds Scheme, 1952, the Central Govern- 
ment hereby appoints the Regional Provident Fund 
Commissioner, Delhi as the Secretary of the Regional 
Committee for the Union Territory of Delhi set up 
under the Notification of the Government of India in 
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the Ministry of Labour and Rehabilitation (Department 
of Labour and Employment) No. S.O. 2450 dated the 
16th August, 1971, published in Part II, Section 3, 
Sub-section (ii) of the Gazette of India dated the 1 8th 
September, 1971. 

[No. PF.II.10(3)/59.J 

15 tottV, 1972 

*rto ®rT° 748. — srfw ffffa 1952 

% 22 % WI 2 $1TT SBTH ^if^Rff ®PT sprft 

RT*FTT t^aTTT TT ^I 'T fffftT 5TFJTO, 
vnTcT % TOTTCT 18 fRcOTT, 1971 RPT 2, 

*m 3 ( 11 ) Jr wrfer *nrff tor % m tftr 3 ^ 3 % 
irswt tOTht fwr ) #«rfs^TOTR<> ^0^0 

3450 cTTft^r 16 SHOT, 1971 % SlOTfa PTlflR fo% 
%r tot epr^ % f%rtr srr^ftfpp Rirrffr RfOT TRftt 

t 1 

[Rotfto tnpo II-l0(3)/59.] 

New Delhi . the 18 th February 1972 

S.O. 749. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (3) of section 1 of the Employees’ State- 
Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby appoints the 27th day of February, 1972, 
as the date on which the provisions of Chapter IV 
(except sections 44 and 45 which have already been 
brought into force) and Chapters V and VI (except 
sub-section (1) of section 76 and sections 77, 78, 79 and 
81 which have already been brought into force) of the 
said Act shall come into force in the following areas 
in the State of Maharashtra, namely: — 

1. The Municipal limits of Ballarpur in Taluka 

and District Chandrapur; 

2. The Revenue Survey Nos. 28, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 

and 49 of Ballarpur in Taluka and District 
Chandrapur; 

3. The Revenue Survey Nos, 305/LKH, 309 and 310 

of village Visapur in Taluka and District 
Chandrapur. 

[No. F. S. 38013 (2) /72-HI.] 
DALJIT SINGH, Under Secy. 

fevHt, lSIOTTl 1972 

«pfo WTo 749 . — d- H’4 rfr TOT RfirfOTR 

1948 ( 1948 *FT 34) Vt RTTT I ^ RTRTTT ( 3 ) 5TT1 
STXH TfTpRFfr 5RT 5P%1 ^ RTFIT ^aTTT 

rfOTft 197 2% Tr5f f^T RTT fflffa % R fwi 
I fanFt wftrfaFR ^ stwrt 4 (am 44 
45$fRRTH3ft'I?% ^ t) 

5 *1% 6 (WTT 76^t ; 3W7T ( l) SltT aiTT 77, 78,79 

wVt 8i%fff E rm : 5rtT^r5t %r ft t;) % 

q^rrr®5 tot % R ffvT fit 

: — 

Tfrtmi ; 

2. rrjr «frr fvFttjt % tots 

ROSIER TOTT 28, 44, 45 46, 47, 48, 

?flT 49. 


3. R^S-JT cTP^P R^T fFvT R TTRT % TROT 

RWT TOTT 305/^0 %o CPTo 309 
?ftT 310- 

[RWTTn'oqRo 380 1 3/2/72^To IR^o] 

OTT df'Td | 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 3rd February 1972 

S.O. 750. — In pursuance of section [7 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby publishes the following award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal No. 2, Bom- 
bay, in the industrial dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management of Messrs Therapeutics 
Chemical Research Corporation, Margao and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Govern- 
ment on the 28th January, 1971. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUS- 
TRIAL TRIBUNAL, NO. 2, BOMBAY 

Reference No. CGIT-2 /7 of 1971 

Employers in relation to the Management of Messrs, 
Therapeutics Chemical Research Corporation, Margao 

And 

Their Workmen 
Present ; 

Shri N. K. Vani, Presiding Officer. 

Aei-eakances : 

For the Employer, — Shri Trifonie Jaques, Advocate. 

For the Workman.— Shri S. D. Pawooskar, Advocate. 
Industry: Ports and Docks state: Goa, Daman Diu 
Bombay, dated the 12th January, 1972. 

AWARD 

By order No. L-36011/1/71-P&D dated 28th October, 
197 i trie Central Government in the Ministry ot Labour 
and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and Em- 
ployment) m exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of Section 19 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) referred to 
this Tribunal for adjudication an industrial dispute 
existing between the employers in relation to the 
management of Messrs Therapeutics Chemical Re- 
search Corporation, Margao and their workman in 
respect of the matters specified in the Schedule as 
mentioned below; — 

"Schedule 

Whether the action of the management of Messrs 
Therapeutics Chemical Research Corporation, Margao 
in terminating the services of their workman Snrt 
Sheikh Mohideen, Assistant Sampler, with effect from 
23rd February, 1970, is justified? If not, to what relief 
is the workman entitled?” 

2. On receipt of this reference notices were issued 
to the parties concerned. In pursuance of this, both 
the parties have submitted tneir written statement 
ufter obtaining adjournment. 

3. On 4th December, 1971, the Manager on behalf of 
Messrs Therapeutics Chemical Research Corporation, 
Margao (hereinafter referred to as ‘Corporation’) has 
filed its written statement at Ex, 1/E. 

4. According to the Corporation : 

(i) The employee in the matter was working from 
1967 to 1970, February, in the Corporation. 
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(ii) The employee in question throughout his 
period oi service was very irregular in his 
duties and therefore several oral warnings 
were given to the employee. 

till) On 21st February, 1970 the employee was 
asked to proceed to Sanvordem, the place 
whore the samples were to be examined and 
crushing was to be carried out. But the em- 
ployee without giving any reason refused to 
proceed to Lhe piacc and thereby he was asked 
to report at Margao Office the very next day, 
but again he failed to do so. 

(iv) The employee knew i'ully well that there were 
no spare samplers and in spite of bringing this 
fact to his notice ho deliberately and abusively 
disobeyed the orders given to him, thus caus- 
ing loss and inconveniences to the Corporation, 

tv; The employee had also taken a seal from the 
office flnd kepi it in his custody, without giving 
an explanation. When he was asked to pro- 
duce the seal he failed to do so and gave sonic 
lame excuses. Tti doing this he put the mana- 
gement into hardships. 

(vi) In the above mentioned circumstances, the 
management was left with no alternative but 
to terminate his services. 

5. The employee, Shri Sheik Mohideen has filed his 
written statement at Ex. 2/W. 

(i. According to him : — 

til The Officci-iii-Charge of the Vasco-da-Gamu 
olliee of the Corporation directed him on 22nd 
February, 1970 (correct date should be 21st 
February, 19/0;, to go to Sanvordem and Betul 
l'or attending to Shipment crusher work and 
offered him a sum of Rs. 10 to meet his travel- 
ling and daily expenses, He represented to 
the said officer that the sum of Rs. 10 would 
be quite inadequate and it would not be 
possible for him to go to Sanvordem and Betul 
with a mere sum of Rs. 10. It was further 
represented to him that he would have to re- 
main for some days in those places to attend 
to the said work. lie did not refuse to go to 
the places as directed by the Vasco-da-gama- 
in-charge. On the contrary, he requested to 
pay him adequate advance for travelling 
allowance, 

(ii) The management on the next day by its letter 
dated 23rd February, 1970 abruptly and illegal- 
ly terminated his service on the ground of 
misconduct alleged to have been committed by 
him in refusing' to go to Sanvordem and 
Betual as directed by the Vasco da Gama-in- 
Charge. 

(iii) The management resorted to illegal and 
arbitrary termination of his services depriving 
him of his means of livelihood. He has re- 
mained unemployed and is depending on the 
meagre earnings of his brother. 


(v) He protested against his illegal and arbitrary 
dismissal from service and raised an Industrial 
dispute before the Asstt. Labour Commissioner 
(C), Vasco-da-Gama. Ultimately, this dispute 
was referred to this -.Tribunal by the Govern- 
ment. His termination of services by the 
management be ’held illegal and he be reinstated 
with continuity of service and full back wages. 

7. O 11 the date of hearing Shri Sheikh Mohideen has 
given evidence at Ex. 3/W and produced the dismissal 
letter dated Slid February, 1970 at Ex, 4/W, 

3, Shri A. D. Patel, Manager of the Corporation has 
given evidence on behalf of the corporation at Ex. 6 /E 
and Shri P. A. Lotlikar has been examined as an 
additional witness, on behalf of the corporation Ex. 
11 /E. 5 documents have been produced on behalf of 

the Corporation. They are Exhibits 5/E, 7/E to 10/E. 

9. From the pleadings and arguments advanced be- 
fore me., the following points arise for decision in this 
reference. 

(i) Whether the Corporation ran be allowed to 
raise the dispute regarding jurisdiction raised 
for the first time at the time of arguments? 

(ii) Whether the action of the Corporation in ter- 
minating the services of Shri Sheikh Mohideen 
Asstt. Sampler with effect from 23rd February, 
1970 is justified? 

(Iii) To what relief Is the workman entitled? 

(iv) What order? 

10. My findings are as follows : — 

(i) No. 

(ii) No. 

(iii) The employee is entitled to reinstatement in 
Service with immediate effect with continuity 

of service and full back wages. 

(iv) As per order. 

Reasons 

Point Nci. 1. 

H. The learned Advocate Shri T, G. Jaques appear- 
ing on behalf of the Corporation contends for the first 
time at the time of arguments that there is no indus- 
trial dispute in this case because the employee did not 
raise the dispute with the management first and that 
on account of this, this Tribunal has no jurisdiction to 
entertain this reference. 

12. It is intersting to note that in the written state- 
ment filed by the Corporation on 4th December, 1971 
at Ex. E/E, it has not taken a specific stand that the 
employee had not made the demand regarding his re- 
instatement with continuity of service and bade wages 
challenging' his termination of service on the manage- 
ment in the first instant and that on account of this 
there is no industrial dispute in this case and that this 
Tribunal has no jurisdiction to entertain the reference 
Even on the date of hearing of the reference the Cor- 
poratio has not given any application for amending the 
written statement for allowing it to take this conten- 
tion. 


(iv) He was not informed either in writing or 
orally of the alleged misconduct. He was not 
given any opportunity to explain the circums- 
tances alleged against him. No domestic en- 
quiry was held against him for investigating 
the alleged misconduct in accordance with 
the rules of natural justice. The management 
adopted an arbitrary procedure in terminating 
his services abruptly. Tills abrupt termination 
of his services is in flagrant violation of 
principles of natural justice. He has been 
deliberately deprived of a fair opportunity to 
make his .defence which in all fairness he was 
entitled to. The management did not act in 
good faith. Its action is malafidc. 


_33. The employee Shri Mohideen Ex. 3/W gave his 
evidence on 5th January, 1972 before me at Panaji. 
On that day his cross-examination was adjourned till 
bth January, 1972. The learned advocate cross- 
examined this employee in detail on 0th January, 1972. 

u an *^ 3 uestl °n to the employee as to 

whether after his termination of service by the Cor- 
poration with effect from 23rd February, 1970 he had 
made any representation to the management making 
grievances about termination of Ms services and for 
reinstating him in service before going to the Con- 
ciliation Officer. The Manager Shri A. D. Patel of the 
Corporation gave his evidence on the same day He 
has nowhere said in his evidence that the employee 
had not made any representation to the management 
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regarding termination of service ibefore raising the dis- 
pute beioie the conciliation ollicer. It is only for the 
first time at the time at arguing the case, the learned 
advocate Shri Jaques for the Corporation raised the 
objection regarding jurisdiction of this Tribunal. As 
his objection regarding jurisdiction oi this Tribunal 
raised for the first time at the time of argument involv- 
es the mixed question of fact and law, it cannot be 
allowed to be raised ut this stage. I, therefore, disal- 
low this objection and record my finding on this point 
ars mentioned above. 


Point No. ii. 

14. The employee Sim Mohideen' s services were ter- 
minated with eil’ect from 23rd February, 1970 by the 
Manager Shri A,- D. Fate! by his letter No. TCRC/123/ 
450 dated 23rd February, 1970, produced at Ex. 4/W. 
This letter is as follows: — 

“Mr. Shaik Mohidin, 

Vasco-de-Gama, 

Goa. 

Dear Sir, 

We have been Informed by our Vasco -in-charge, 
that you refused to proceed to Sanvordem and 
Betul for attending to the shipment crushing work 
Under these circumstances, we regret to inform you 
that we are left with no alternative but to ter- 
minate your services with immediate effect. 

You may come to Margao Office and clear your 
accounts." 


u/iP' A- Datel, Manager of the Corporation Ex. 
o/£ passed the above mentioned order on the receipt 
of report dated 21st February, 1070, Ex. 10 /E from 
the Vasco-de-Gama office of the Corporation. That 
report is as follows: — 

"The Manager, 

TC it Corporation, 

Margao, 


Dear Sir, 


State you that Mr. Sundercswaran given two 
Steamers s/s. ‘ANEMONE’ and s/a ‘SEVERO 
DONESK’ and also given two letter with Mr. 
Antionio about the steamers and he told to phone 
you today night about 9 to 10 O’clock. He is try- 
ing to give one more steamer, therefore without 
fail you please phone today night. You send the 
word with Mr. Antionio to send Mr. D. R. Dabolkar 
to Betul but he is working for day shift for s/s 
‘HOKOMARU’ and for night shift Mr. A. D’Mello. 
Today f have sent Mr. S. Belgaonkar to Khajan 
for shipment of s/s ‘WORLD NOMAD’ and Mr, 
A. H. Naik is sent at Durbhat for the shipment of 
s/s ‘WORLD NOMAD’, Today I have told Mr. 
Shaikh Mohidin to go to Sanvardem on crushing 
work but he refused to go. Then I have told him 
that if you^ are not going then you may report at 
Margao office on 23rd Morning. I have got no 
spare samplers except Mr. Rajesh Kumar and he 
is also attending the sampling of D/wagon from 
Baslu, Londa, Harihar etc. at VSG plot. Mr. 
Meeinkar also have not come upto today. 


This is for your information. Mr. Nagvenkar 
told me today that settle his account upto 28th 
February and we have also not given any letter of 
this respect, otherwise he will demand this month 
salary also. Therefore if you do not want then 
send his terminate order from 23rd February and 
handover to Mr. Shaikh Hussan otherwise you 
would have to give him full month salary and 
also one month notice pay. 

This is for your kind information and necessary 
action. 


Thanking you. 


Sd/- 

Your faithfully, 

For T.C.R. Corporation, Vasco.” 


10. On the udmission of Shri Patel, Ex. 6 /E, he did 
not call for any explanation from Snri Snaiiiii Mohi- 
decn after the receipt of the report Ex. XO/E elated 
21st February, 197j) from Shri Dabolkar. He did not 
trame any chargesheet on the basis oi this report and 
send it to the employeo concerned. Ho did not fix 
any date oi enquiry, intimating the same to the em- 
ployee in question in writing. Without hearing him 
and giving him opportunity to submit his say, he 
straightaway passed the dismissal order in consultation 
with Shri Dabolkar. 

17. There can be therefore no doubt that in this 
ease the employees services were terminated without 
holding any enquiry and following the principles of 
natural justice. Hence the termination 01 services of 
Shri Sheikh Moliidcen by the Corporation is not legal 
and justified. 


18. The learned advocate Shri Jaques for the cor- 
poration contends that when there is no enquiry, it 
is tor this Tribunal to decide the case on merit, on 
evidence before it. The learned Advocate Shri 
i'awooskar concedes that the employee’s case can be 
considered on evidence and material belore this 
Tribunal. Hence this Tribunal has to find out whe- 
ther the termination of services of the employee on 
evidence on record is justified. 


19 From the termination order Ex. 4/W, it is clear 
that' the corporation terminated .the services of the 
employee because he refused to proceed to Sanvardem 
and Batul for attending to the shipment crushing 
work. The corporation is however trying to make 
out a case before mo that the employees services 
were terminated on three grounds viz. (i) Through- 
out the period of service of the employee he was very 
irregular in attending his duties. Several oral warnings 
were given to him in this respect, (ii) Refused to 
proceed to Sanvordem and Betul for carrying out 
corporation’s work, (iii) Failure to return the seal of 


20. As regards the non-return of the seal by the 
employee the employee Shri Mohideen Ex. 3/W says 
as follows: — 


“It is not true that I have taken a seal from the 
office and kept in my custody. It is not true that 
1 had kept the seal and that I refused to return 
it when asked to do so. 


The seal used to be given to us for carrying out 
the work of crushing. After the crushing work 
used to be over, the seal used to be returned to 
the office alongwith report. 

The Corporation was saying that one seal from 
the office was missing. In the first place the 
Corporation was saying that seal was taken away 
by Shri Nagaukar who had resigned his post. 
When my services were terminated, the corpora- 
tion began to say that the same seal was taken 
away by me. 1 informed the company in writing 
that there was no seal with me.” 


21. The Corporation has produced a writing given 
by Shri Sheikh Mohideen on 9th July 1971 at Ex. 
5iE. It is as follows: — 

“The Manager, 

T.C.R. Corpn., 

Margao, 

Sir, 

This is to inform you that I have already 
handed over company seal to Shri A. R. Dabhol- 
kar (incharge) on 19th February, 1970. 

Thanking you,” 

22. From the evidence of the employee and his writ- 
ing Ex. 5/E I find that the employee had returned 
the seal on 19th February, 1970. There could not 
have been any question of taking away a seal with 
him on 21st February, 1970 because he had not gone 
to Sanvardem and Betul for doing crushing work. 
If this employee would have taken a seal with him 
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and not returned the same to Shri Dabholkar imme- 
diately, Shri Dabholkar would have made immediate 
report to the Head Office that this employee had 
failed to return the seal. No such report from Shri 
Dabholkar in respect of seal having been taken away 
by Shri Sheikh Mohideen and not returned by birn is 
on record. 

23 . Admittedly Shri A. D. Pal 1 is the Manager at 
the Head Office of the Corporation for the last 10 
years. He was not sitting at Vasco-da-Gama office. 
It is Shri Dabholkar who was in charge at Vasco-da- 
Gama office. Shri Patel cannot have personal know- 
ledge about the seal. There is no one from the Vasco- 
da-Gama office who has been examined and who says 
that the employee Shri Sheikh Mohideen had taken 
away the seal on 21st February, 1970 or thereabout. 
In the absence of such evidence and in view of the 
fact that this particular accusation was not referred 
while making th t report to the Corporation’s head 
office on 21st February, 1970 by Sbri Dabholkar, it is 
to be inferred that this accusation about non-return 
of the seal by the employee cannot bo held establish- 
ed on evidence before me. 

24. As regards irregular attendance of the employee 
during his period of service in the Corporation, the 
Corporation relies on documents Exhibits 7/E to 9/E. 

26. Ex. 7/E is as follows: — 

7th January, 1970. 
“To 

T.C.R. Corporation, 

Vasco (Office). 

Dear Sir, 

I have to bring to your kind attention that 
Mr. Shaikh Mohidin is not coming on duty since 
4th inst. till now. He has not either informed 
me nor sent any note to the office, when there is 
heavy work he used to continue the same as above 
mentioned, so please investigate through this 
matter and do the needful. 

Thanking you 

Yours faithfully, 

Sd /- 

For T.C.R. Corporation.” 

26 . What the above mentioned Exhibit says is that 
Shri Mohidin was not attending the office since 4th 
instant. It does not speak about his irregular atten- 
dance but it speaks about his absence from duty with- 
out permission. This document does not therefore sup- 
port the allegation that he was irregular in attending 
duties. 

27 . Ex. 8/E is as follows: — 

18th June, 1969. 

"To 

M/s. T.C.R. Corporation, 

Vasco-da-Gama. 

Mr. Shaikh Mohidin, 

X bring to your kind notice that yesterday I 
have entered in peon book six samples and two 
letters to deliver to M.M.T.C. but you have clearly 
refused to take it with the book. And you have 
not gone to deliver the same. 

Your written explanation should be required 
within 48 hours receipt of this letter failing which 
ex-parta will be taken according to the com- 
pany’s rules and regulations. 

Yours faithfully, 
for T.C.R. Corporation, 
Sd/- 

28 . What, the above mentioned documents men- 
tion is that the employee refused to take peon book 
and deliver six samples and two letters to a particular 
party. It was not speak about his irregular atten- 
dance. 


29. Ex, 9/E is as follows:— 

18th June, 1969. 

“To 

M/s. T.C.R. Corporation. 

Vasco-da-Gama, 

Mr. Shaikh Mohidin, 

I bring to your kind notice that according to 
the Manager instruction you should report for 
duty from 08.00 to 12.00 hrs. and 13.00 to 17.00 
hrs. which please note. 

Yours faithfully, 

For T.C.R. Corporation 
Sd/-” 

30. By this document manager’s instructions were 
conveyed to the employee asking aim to report for 
duty from 08.00 hours to 12.00 hours and 13.00 hours 
to 17.00 hours. It may be that duty hours might have 
been changed, But it no where mentions that the 
employee was irregular in attending duties and that 
he should attend regularly. 

31. Admittedly Shri Patel has no personal know- 
ledge about the attendance of the employee in Vasco- 
da-Gama office. There is no person from the Vasco- 
da-Gama office who has come before this Tribunal to 
say that this employee was attending office irregular- 
ly. On the other hand, the employee Shri Mohideen 
states on oath in his evidence Ex. 3/W that he was 
attending the duties regularly and that he was not 
given oral warnings during the period of his service 
with the corporation for bemg irregular in attending 
work. I see no reason to disbelieve him. He has 
impressed me as a witness of truth. I am satisfied 
from his evidence that he was attending Iris duties 
regularly. Hence th 0 accusation against him that he 
was irregular in attendance during his service with 
the Corporation cannot be said to have been estab- 
lished. 

32. As regards the employee’s refusal to go to 
Sanvardem and Betul on 21st February, 1970, his case 
is that he did not go to Sanvardem and Betul on 
that day for carrying out the work because the ad- 
vance of Rs. 10/- given to him was quite inadequate 
and insufficient. There seems to be much justification 
in what he is saying. 

33. Shri Sheikh Mohideen in his evidence says that 
the distance between Harbour and Sanvardem. is 00 
Kins, the distance between Sanvardem to Betual is 
about 30 K'ms. and Betul to Harbour about 55 Kms. 
His evidence also shows tbut he has to spend Rs. 2.50 
per meal and additional amount for tea. 

34. On the admission of the Manager Ex. C/E the 
Taxi fare from Vasco to Sanvardem is about Rs. 4 
to 5 that there is no train for Betul, and that one 
has to go to Betul either by Taxi or bus. Consider- 
ing the admission given by the Manager and the evi- 
dence of the employee before me I find that it would 
not have been possible for the employee to go to 
Sanvardem and Betul for work and return to his 
place with Rs, 10/-. 

35. Attempt is made on behalf of the Corporation 
to show that if the advance was insufficient, he could 
have taken the advance from the Head Office or from 
the place of work and that the parties at Betul were 
giving meals to the workers and that on account of 
this there was no reason for the employee to refuse 
to go to this places. Shri Mohideen says in his evi- 
dence that the Head office does not give money, Apart 
from the fact whether the head office or the branch 
office of the corporation as the place of work would 
have given addition amount, or not the fact remains 
that amount of Rs. 10/- offered to be given to the 
employee for going to Sanvardem and Betul for 
carrying out the work and return to Vasco-da-Gama 
was not sufficient. I am therefore of the view that 
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there was justification for the employee to refuse to 
go to Sanvardem and Betul on that day. 

36. The Corporation alleges that as the employee 
refused to go to Sanvardem and Betul on 21st Feb- 
ruary, 1970, he was asked to report at Margao office 
on the next day but ho failed to report. Shri Sheikh 
Mohideen Ex. 3/W however says that he was not ask- 
ed to report at Margao on the next day, He remain- 
ed at Vasco-de-Gama office on 22nd February, 1970 
and on 23rd February, 1970 he was given termination 
notice in the Vasco-de-Gama office- 

37. In the report Ex. 10/E dated 21st February, 1970 
made by Shri Dabholkar to the Manager of the 
Corporation if is mentioned that Shri Mohideen was 
asked to report on 23rd February, 1970, In view of 
this report the Corporation's allegations before me 
that he was asked to report on the second day l.e. 
22nd February 1970 cannot be helieved. It wa°. not 
possible for this employee to report at Margao on 
23rd February, 1970 because on that day he was serv- 
ed with the t> rmination order in Vasco-de-Gama 
office. In view of this I am unable to accept the 
Corporal ion’s charge that the employee failed to re- 
port at Margao office on 22nd February, 1970 and dis- 
obeyed the orders of his superior, 

38. In short it will be clear that all the 3 allega- 
tions made by the Corporation against the employee 
and sought to be proved on evidence and material be- 
fore me are not proved. It cannot be therefore said 
that the termination of services of the employee on 
the ground of his disobedience of the orders of his 
superior was in any way justified. Hence my finding 
on point No. ii is as above. 


Pchnt No. iii, 

39. As the termination of the services of the em- 
ployee Shri Sheikh Mohideen is not justified, he is 
entitled to re nstatement in service with immediate 
effect. 


•> lr * Sheikh Mohideen’s written statement Ex. 

/W is celarly shows that he has remained unemploy- 
ed since the date of termination of his services by 
the Corpora non. The Corporation has not denied 
this fact. I therefore accept the same, 

41. As Shri Sheikh Mohideen remained unemployed 
f^tY+i dal( r of termination of his services till the 
entitled to get full back wages from the date of ter- 
mination till the date of his reinstatement. 

uw i A * Shri Sheikh Mohideen’s termination was 
illegal and unjustified he is also entitled to continuity 

hf Sw * In Khol Y ’ } hold that Shri Sheikh Mohideen 
iff fPt IM, t0 ^"Statement in service with immediate 
Si!” XI th , of service and full back wages 

Y Yl A he , , date . of . termination of his services till the 

Point No. iv 


43.. In the end T pass the following order: — 


Order 

(i) It is hereby declared that the action of the 
management of Messrs. Therapeutics Chemi- 
ca] Hesearch Corporation, Margao in termi- 
S^ii.1 S e , ?r vlc3R ■ J of their workman, Shri 
ruarv ,S ldccl1 ; Wlt ’ 1 from 23rd Feb- 

Y’, IffiO.’s not ju titled and that he is en- 
i t0 rpimtatement with immediate effect 
wages tmUlty ° f i;ervico and full back 


(ji) The Co’-pnrntion is directed to reinstate the 
emloyee Shri Sheikh Mohideen in his 
original po»t, with immediate effect with, 
continuity of service anti full back wages. 


f iii) Award is made accordingly, 

Civ) Parties to bear their own costs. 


Sd/- 

(Sd.) N. K. Vani, 
Presiding Officer 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal 
No. 2, Bombay. 

[No. L-36011/1 /71-F&D,] 
New Delhi, the 11th February 1972 

S.O. 751. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947, (14 of 1947) the Central 
Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the Industrial Tribunal, Madras, in the industrial dis- 
pute between the employers in relation to the manage- 
ment of Messrs M. Sheriff and Sons, Madras and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Govern- 
ment on the 20lh January, 1971. 

BEFORE THIRU K. SEETHARAMA RAO, B.A., B.L., 
PRESIDING OFFICER, INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, 

MADRAS 

(Constituted by the Central Government) 
Tuesday, the 21st day of December, 1971, 
Industrial Dispute No. 48 of 1971. 

('In the matter of the dispute for adjudication under 
section 10(2) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
between the workmen and the Management of 
M/s. M. Sheriff and Sons, Madras.) 

Between 

The General Secretary, State Labour Union, Room 
No. 8, 220/221, Wall Tax Road, Madras-3. 

And 

M/s. Sheriff and Sons, 34, Second Line Branch 
Beach, Madras-1. 

Reference : 

Order No. L33011/5/71-F&D dated 17th July, 1971 
of the Ministry of Labour and Rehabilitation, 
Department of Labour A Employment, Govern- 
ment of India, New Delhi. 

This dispute coming on for final hearing on Thursday 
the 2nd day of December, 1971, upon perusing the 
reference, claim and counter statements and all other 
material papers on record and upon hearing the argu- 
ments of Thiru V. C. Ramaswamy, Secretary of the 
Union and ot Thiru R. Gcpalan, advocute appearing for 
the Management, and having stood over till this day 
for consideration, this Tribunal made the following. 

AWARD 

The issue for consideration is what is set out by the 
Government of India, as follows, in it# order dated 
17th July, 1071: — 

“Whether the termination of the services of Shri 
Hussainy Basha, Shipping Clerk of Messrs. 
Sheriff and Sons, 34, Second Line? Beach, 
Madras-1, with effect from the 2nd January, 
1971, was justified? If not, to what relief Is 
he entitled?” 

(2) Worker Hussainy Basha rontended that he was 
the Shipping Clerk from 1958 in Messrs, M. Sheriff and 
Sons. He was discharged from 4th January, 1071 from 
service. His last salary paid was R'b. 140/- per month. 
His services were illegally terminated, 

(3) The Management contended, that the claimant, 
out of his own free will, had resigned his job. He 
wrote the letter resigning his job on 2nd January,. 
1971. 

(4) The issue for consideration is about the mode of 
termination, that is. if the worker resigned out of his 
own free will, and. on that account, his services got 
terminated, surely, he is not entitled to any relief. On 
the contrary, If he did not resign, and yet his services 
were terminated, he is definitely entitled to re-instat(H 
ment and back wages. 
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(5) The worker, who is W.W.l, denied that he ever 
wrote the letter tn Ex, M-l. He denied that the signa- 
ture in Ex, M-l (a) was his signature. He would say 
that his name is not spelt correctly in Ex. M-l (a). On 
4th January, 1971, he had seen the Manager-Director- 
in-charge who was M.W.l, who told him that M.W.l, 
had no work to give to W.W.l, and that way, it is, that 
services of W.W.l were terminated. 

(0) The learned counsel for the Management wanted 
me to compare the writing in Ex, M-2 and Ex. M-8 
with the writing in Ex, M-l, and the signature In 
Ex. M-l (a) (W.W.l admitted that Ex, M-2 and Ex. 
M-3 had been written up by him). 

(7) The learned counsel for the management also 
wanted me to compare Ex. M-l (a) signature with the 
admitted signatures of W.W.l in Ex. M-8(a) to Ex, 
M-8(l) (W.W.l admited that the slynatures in Ex. 
M-8(a) to Ex. M-8(l) were his slbnaturea). 

. (8) I have carefully compared the two sets of signa- 
tures referred to in the previous paragraph, and I have 
no doubt, in my mind, that Ex. M-l (a) is the genuine 
signature of W.W.l. 


I agree that it is not written In Ex. M-l that the resig- 
nation letter was accepted, but the definite evidence of 
M.W.l Is that the resignation letter in Ex. M-l was 
accepted. The clerical error in Ex. M-4(a), the copy. 
In not typing the date 2nd January, 1971 is not mate- 
rial. I find that the worker was continuously absent 
from duty from 28th December, 1970, and that he 
actually resigned his post, out of his own free will, by 
signing the letter in Ex. M-l. I find that the above 
resignation was accepted, and that being so, the award 
is passed that the worker is not entitled to any relief. 

Dated, this 21st day of December, 1971. 

(Sd.) K. Seethahama Rao, 
Industrial Tribunal- 

Witnesses Examined 

For Workmen. 

W*W.i — Thiru Hussain Tiasha 

For Management : 

M. W. I — Thiru Sheriff Dyan, Partner. 
Documents Marked 


(9) W.W.l deposed that there were some difference 
In signatures. He would say that the only difference 
In signatures was that letters were separate in the 
signatures in Ex. M-8 (a} to Ex. M-8(l), while letters 
were clubbed up in Ex. M-l (a) signature. The letter 
‘u’, he would say, is differently written in Ex. M-l (a) 
when compared with that letter found written in 
Ex. M-2 and Ex. M-3. In my view, really there is no 
difference In signatures, and I find that actually, 
Ex. M-l (a) is tho genuine signature of W.W-1. 

(10) Apart from comparison of signatures, that I 
have made. In my view, the evidence of W.W l proves 
that he did resign his post. He admitted that his 
address was correctly set out in Ex. M-l. He never told 
any co-worker, that he was stopped from work or that 
he was sent away. W.W.l admitted that the manage- 
ment had no motive or reason to send him away, as 
W.W.l had no differences, whatever with the Manage- 
ment at any time. The above evidence should Indicate 
that, on the faco of It, M.W.l had no motive or reason 
to terminate services of W.W.l or to trump up any 
false resignation letter. 

(11) W.W.l further admitted that., though he was 
denied work from 4th January, 1971, he reported to 
his union only on 20th January, 1971, and never earlier. 
Under his instructions given to the Union Secretary, 
the letter in Ex. W-l was prepared. Now Ex, W-l reads 
that dues were not paid in full to W.W.l and that, 
either dues were to be paid in full or, in the alternative, 
the worker had to be re-instated in service. In other 
words, on that date the letter in Ex. W-l was issued, 
the worker was satisfied if wages and dues were paid, 
and not that he was insisting that the job was to be 
given back to him, which conduct does indicate that 
the worker was not very much Interested, then, in 
his job, as such. I agree that there were some delay 
to reply to the letter in Ex. W-l, as is rorrectly written 
in Ex. W-2 letter. It Is only in Ex. W-2 dated 15th 
February, 1971, that the demand, pure and simple, was 
made for reinstatement as such, that is no alternative 
demand is put forward at all. in Ex. W-2 letter. The 
conciliation proceedings in Ex, W-3 are not very rele- 
vant. One finds that the issue about bonus was falsely 
raised in Ex. W-l. and, also, as before the conciliation 
officer. The fact is that bonus due had already been 
paid to this worker, during the month of Ramzan, as 
Is truely spoken to by M.W.l. 

(12) M.W.l proved that this worker was absent from 
duty after 28th December, 1970, that Is, on 29th 
December, 1970 and on 30th December, 1970, and on 
31st December, 1970, the worker was ahsent. He was 
again absent on 2nd January, 1971. Now 3rd January, 
1971, was a Sunday. The worker was paid his salary 
on 31st December, 1971. M.W.l deposed that the 
entire writing In Ex. M-l was the writing of W.W.l. 


For Workmen : 
W-1/25-1-71 

W-2/15-2-71 


W-3/2-6-71 

W-4/23-2-71 

For Management 
M-1/2-1-71 

M-i (a) — . 
M-2/ 9-6-70 
M-3/ 9-6-70 

M-4/2-3-71 

M-4(a )/— 
M-5/I5-5-7I 

M -61- 
M-7/- 
M-8 /- 
M-8(a) , 

M-8(b) 

M-8(c) 

M-8 (d) . 

M-8(e) 

M-8 (f) . 

M-8fg) . 
M-8(n) . 

M-8(j) 

M-8(k) . 

M-8(l) 


Letter from the union to the management 
about W.W. 1. 

Letter from the Union to the Regional 
Commissioner for Labour (Central), 
Madras requesting to direct the Manage- 
ment to take back W.W. 1 in service with 
r full back' wages. 

ConciliationTailurc report 

Conciliation notice issued to the parties by 
the Assistant Labour Commissioner (C), 
Madras- 1. 


Resignation letter by W.W. 1 to the Manage- 
ment. 

Signature of W.W. 1 in Ex. M-l. 

Debit slip for Rs. 1180-94 signed by W.W. 1 .- 
Debit slip for Rs. 4-75 signed by W.W.l. 
Letter from the Management to' the^Union, 
about W.W. 1 Reply to Ex. W-i. 

Copy of Ex. M-i. 

Letter by the Management to the Regional 
Labour Commissioner (C) Madras regard- 
ing termination of scrvices'.of W. W. 1, 
Attendance Register for the month of Decem- 
ber, 1970 (relevant page) 

Attendance Register for the month of Jan- 
uary 1971. (relevant page ) 

Signature of W. W. 1 in the Pay Register for 
having received salary for December, 1970. 
Signature of W.W, 1 in the Pay Register for 
having received salary for November, 1970. 
Signature of W.W. 1 in the Pay Register for 
having received salary for October, 1970. 

Do. Do. for September,i97o. 

Do. Do. for August, 1 970. 

Do. Do. for July, 1970. 

Do. Do. for June, 1970. 

Do. Do, for May, 1970. 

Do. Do. fo April, 1970. 

Do. Do. for/March, 1970- 

Do. Do. for' February, 1970, 

Do. Do. for January, 1970. 

(Sd.) K. Seetharama Rao, 
Industrial Tribunal. 


Note : The parties are dirccted'to take returnjof their , docu- 
ment/documents within six months from the date of 
the award. 


[No. L-33011/5/71-P&D.] 
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ORDER. 

New Delhi, the 11th February 1972 

S.O. 752, — Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the 
employers in relation to the management of Messrs 
F. C, R. Machado and Sons, Stevedores Vasco-da-Gama 
(Goal and their workmen in respect of the matters 
specified In the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And, whereas, the Central Government- considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudica- 
tion to the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, 
No. 2, Bombay, constituted under section 7A of the 
said Act, 

Schedule 

Whether the management of Messrs F. C. R, 
Machado and Sons, Stevedores, Vasco-da-Gama 
is justified in not implementinv the recom- 
mendations of Central Wage Board for Port 
and Dock Workers in respect of Shovel Keepers 
as accepted in resolution No, WB-21(7)/69, 
dated 28th March, 1970 of the Government of 
India with effect from the 1st January, 19GB? 

If not, to what relief are the workmen entitled? 

[No. L. 38011 / 5 / 71-P&D.] 

O. P. TALWAR, Dy. Secy. 

wh: Tin tit f«rmn) 
siPfar 


fsScft, 11 1972 

tfTo 5£TTo 752. — tRT: ^ TPT $ fa 

dvr-hs tr fwfRfosr fwff % 

ittro tfVo HR® wsf 
(Ttdl) 

prsp gfRftfiFF fapsrrr fwvnr I ; 

tilt RUT". ^d{jn n't'+'l <. d'td fRRTR ^ RITRfdMRrf 
% fepT Mfvrd TDR TtEcfFl RRBRft % ; 

Jan:, rr, sfterrftrcr ftnmr srfafaRR, 1947 , (1947 

?pr 1 4 ) ^ arcr 1 0 Tp-mi ( 1 ) % u*ar (r) stu 

iTTB Urf^EFTf TT STREl |tr RDFTC EdTSTTr 

fRRK Rtl RfRETRiT Rft ETPT 7-R? ^ WfrR Efef 
RUMT sfaftfrldl RfRRGM (d« 2) rRIR- 

fvpjjod % feti[ fa* fad RiTrfV ^ I 

RRT ITR>« *fr° ^ tFRt. tRtRdW, 

ErrwT'ST-RfRT, (RtRT) % JPFR RR TdR RtT RTRt 
RnfRTtf % R7tf€[ r?t R?r tdRKrff 

% fair fR? RRR tTCRTTf % rppyR Ro 2 1 / 6 9 

28 RT^, 1 9 70R?%RfR9TRq %, WRRft, 


1969 RTPj; RTRRT, ^RTRtfRd RT ? Rft Rfi, oft R^RTt 
foiR RppflR RR | ? 

[R° tJeT~ 3601 l/ 5/7 1— Rr 0 hay ^o] 

Rfto tfro dWR, TR-RfRR I 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 8 th February 1972 

S.O. 753.r— In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby publishes the following award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur in 
the industrial dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Newton Chickly Colliery of 
Messrs Newton Chickly Collieries Limited, Post Office 
Parasia, District Chhindwara (Madhya Pradesh), and 
their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on the 5th February, 1972. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL- 
CUM -LABOUR COURT JABALPUR 
Dated December 4, 1971 

Present; 

Shri M. Chandra, Presiding Officer. 

Case Ref. No. CGIT/LC (R)(28) of 1971. 

Parties; 

Employers in relation to the management of Newton 
Chickly Colliery of Messrs Newton Chickly Collieries 
Limited, Post Office Parasia, District Chhindwara (M.P.) 
and their workmen represented by M.P. Rashtrlva 
Koyala Kamgar Sangh, P.O. Chandametta, Distt. 
Chhindwara (M.P.). 

Appearances; 

For the employers — Shri S. B. Katiar, Personnel 
Officer. 

For th e workmen— Shri V. N. Dutta, General Secre- 
tary, M. P, Rashtriya Koyala Khadan Mazdoor Sangh. 
Industry; Coal Mine District; Chhindwara (M,P.) 

ORDER /AWARD 

The Central Government, by its order No. L/2291I/ 
9/7!-LRTI-(i) dated 8 th October, 1971, referred under 
Sec. 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act the following 
dispute as given in the Schedule lo the order of refer- 
ence: — 

Schedule 

1. “Whether the management of Newton Chickly 

Colliery belonging to Newton Chikly Collieries 
Limited, Post Office Parasia, District Chhind- 
wara (Madhya Pradesh) is justified in paying 
bonus at the rate of 4 per cent only for the 
accounting year 1978? If not. nt what higher 
percentage the workmen are entitled to Eonus? 

2. Whether the demand of the workmen Sarvashri 

Mohan Singh, Ramu. Elisha, Kundan. Sukh- 
Ram. Manohar. Balram, Kishore and Madho 
Should be paid wages of motor drivers as 
recommended by the Wage Board of Coal 
Mining Industry is justified and if so to what 
relief these nine workmen are entitled?” 

Even before the reference was received by this 
Tribunal the parties bad mnde an applierdion dated 
12th October. 1971 that, an amicable settlement in 
respect of the demands submitted by the workmen had 
been reached between the parties. The settlement is 
annexurc A to this order. The seltlement has been 
verified hv Sri S. B. Kaliar on behalf of Ihe mnnqpn- 
ment and hv Sn V. N. DuH a op behalf of (he M, P. 
Rashtriya Koyala Khadan Mazdoor Sangh. 
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The settlement was arrived at before the Assistant 
Labour Commissioner at Chhindwara and Is dated 8th 
October, 1971. The order of reference is also of the 
same date. It is clear then that the management and 
the workmen were not aware at that time that a re- 
ference was being made by the Government of India 
to this Tribunal on the same date. 

The settlement before the Assistant Labour Com- 
missioner covers a number of demands of the workmen. 
Only Demand No. 2 and Demand No. QA are relevant 
to the present industrial dispute. As is clear from the 
settlement and as is stated by the parties before the 
Tribunal. no dispute exists between the par- 
ties. The settlement itself as already mentioned 
had arrived at before they were aware of this 
reference, They consequently request for permission 
to withdraw the dispute from this Tribunal. 

Since no dispute exists between the parties in view 
of the settlement annexure A there is no point in pro- 
ceeding further with the reference. Parties are there- 
fore permitted to withdraw from the dispute. I make 
an order accordingly. Let this Order/Award be sent 
to the Central Government. In the circumstances of 
the case parties will bear their own costs. 

(Sd.) M. Chandra, 
Presiding Officer. 

4-12-1971. 

Annexure ‘A’ 

MEMORANDUM OF SETTLEMENT ARRIVED AT 
UNDER SECTION 12 (3) OF THE INDUSTRIAL DIS- 
PUTES ACT 1947 IN THE OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT 
LABOUR COMMISSIONER (CENTRAL), CHHIND- 
WARA ON 8TH OCTOBER, 1971. 

Representing Management. 

1. Shri U. P. Chanchanl, Director, Newton Chickly 

Colliery, P. O. Parasia. 

2. Shri B. P. Dabral, Chief Personnel Officer, 

Newton Chickly Colliery, P.O. Parasia, 

3. Shri S. B. Katiyar. Personnel Officer, Newton 

Chickly Colliery, P.O. Parasia, District Chhind- 
wara (M. P.L 

Representing workmen. 

1. Shri B. P. Sharma, President. 

2. Shri Shyam Lai, Vice-President. 

3. Shri R. P. Vishwakarma, Vlce-Presidcnl. 

4. Shri V. N. Dutta. General Secretary. 

5. Shri N, B, Choudhary, Treasurer. 

0. Shri B. M. Siddiqui, Branch President. 

7. Shri Radhey Shyam Singh, Branch Secretary. 

(Sd.) O. P. Gupta, 
Assistant Labour Commissioner(C), 
Chhindwara. 

Short Recital of Case 

The M. P. Rashtri.va Koyala Khadan Mazdoor Sangh 
(INTUC), Chandametta vide letter No. INTUC/5/71/ 
510, dated 4th September. 1971, served a strike notice 
on the management of Newton Chickly Cilliery, P.O 
Parasia over a Charter of 11 demands. Conciliation 
proceedings In the dispute were held on 10th Septem- 
ber, 1971 and 16th September. 1971. A failure of con- 
ciliation report was submitted to the Government on 
1 7th September, 1971. The union resorted to strike 
with effect from 20th September. 1971. There after 
the parties discussed the matter matually at various 
times. Ultimately the parties again approached the 
Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central), Chhindwara 
for using his good oftlcees to resolve the dispute. Con- 
ciliation proceedings in the dispute were agnln held 
on 8th October. 1971 in the office of the Assistant Labour 
Commissioner (Central). Chhindwara. After prolonged 
discussions the parties agreed to the following terms 
of settlement.'. — 

Terms of Settlement 

Demand No. 1 

It has been settled between the parties mutually. 


Demand , Net. 2 

Agreed that the issue of Profit Sharing Bonus shall 
be referred to the arbitration of the Chief Labour Com- 
missioner (Central), New Delhi or any other Arbitra- 
tor as agreed to between the parties. 

Demand No. 3 & 4 

Agreed that in view of the Contract Lebour (Regu- 
lation & Abolition ) Act 1970 having come into force, 
all those workmen who are required to be brought on 
the Company’s rolls shall be so brought, considering 
their seniority and skill, in consultation with the de- 
partmental officers and the union representatives. 

Demand No. 5 

Agreed that any case of non-implementation of the 
mutual settlement In respect of sick-khuraki shall be 
brought to the notice of the management and the same 
shall be considered. Agreed further, that in case of a 
dispute in respect of sickness of any workmen, the 
same shall be referred to the Medical Officer, Regional 
Hospital of Coal Mines Welfare Organization, Junnor- 
deo, whose decision shall be final. The bus fare in 
this connection shall be paid by the management. 

Demand No. 6(a) 

Agreed that 4 persons out of the list submitted to 
the Labour Enforcement Officer (Central), Chhindwara 
on 13th September, 1971 by the Union, shall be taken 
as drivers In accordance with their seniority. Shri 
Mohan Singh shall continue to be as Chowkidar. The 
apprentice-drivers having been employed for various 
companies under the same management shall not be 
considered, but shall be transferred to the other 
companies within a month for payment etc. from their 
account. 

Demand No. 6(b) 

Agreed that the overtime work by the four drivers 
shall be paid as per the Mines Act, l.e. double the 
wages, instead of fixed allowance being paid present- 
ly. Any bed-rent or diet-allowance paid to the dri- 
vers, when out of station, shall however continue to 
be paid as is being done. 

Demand No. 7 

Agreed that this issue is withdrawn by the Union. 
Demand. No. 8 

Agreed that the Union will give a list of such persons 
who are officiating on higher posts and are not given 
difference payable for work in the higher category. 
The management shall consider all such cases. 

Demand No. 9 

Agreed that in case of new appointment preference 
shall be given to the dependants of workers and ex- 
workers considering their skill and suitability, in con- 
sultation with the Branch Union. 

Demand Nd. 10 

Agreed that the management undertakes to consider 
within a month of the union’s submitting their list of 
cases of alleged wrong categorisation which remain 
to be settled. In accordance with the principles laid 
down in the Wage Board Recommendations. 

Demand No. 11 

Agreed that Dressers shall be put In Category IV 
and they shall not be paid any separate allowance for 
drilling work. The rate of Incentive vhall be 25 paise 
instead of 15 paise per tub for over and above 13 tubs. 

Agreed furthe- that Dressers getting Rs. 0.80 batic 
shall be. paid Rs, 7.50 Paise, those getting Rs. 6.50 
b-isic shall be paid Rs. 7.30 basic and those getting 
Rs. 0.35 basic shall he paid Rs. 7,10 basic. 


Sec. 
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Agreed that there shall be no victimisation of the 
workers for their participation in strike and the manage- 
ment shall withdraw show-cause notices issued to any 
worker In this respect. 

In view of the above settlement the Union agrees 
to call off the strike with elfect from the third shift of 
81h October, 1971. 


Vs. 

Their workmen. 

Appeahances : 

For employers. — S/Sri S. S. Mukherjee, Advocute & 
L. H. Parvatiyar, Law Officer, 

For workmen,— Shri D. Narsingh, Advocute. 


The parties agreed to send report of implementation 
of this settlement to the Assistant Labour Commis- 
sioner (Central;, Chhindwara by 31st December, 1971. 


Industry: Coal State: Bihar. 

Dhanbad, dated the 31st January, 1972. 


(Sd.) 

U. 

P. 

Chanchani. 

(Sd.) 

B. 

P. 

Dabral. 

(Sd.) 

S. 

B. 

Katiyah. 

(Sd.) 

B. 

P. 

Sharma. 

(Sd.) 

SiIyam La l. 

(Sd.) 

N. 

P. 

Vishwakarma. 

(Sd.) 

V. 

N. 

Dutta. 

(Sd.) 

N. 

B. 

Choudhary. 

(Sd.) 

B. 

M. 

Siddiqui. 

(Sd.) 

R. 

S. 

Singh. 


(Scl.) O. P. Gupta, 

Assistant Labour Commissioned Central;, 
Chhindwara. 


Witness; 

1. (Sd.) R. M. Chellani, L.E.O. (C). 

2. (Sd.)P. A. Panicher. 

Chhindwaru. 

8th October, 1971. [No. F. CI-IA-83(10)/71 ] 

True Copy 
Certified. 

For and on behalf of 

The Newton Chickli Collieries Ltd, 

Director, 

Verified by Shri S. B. Katiur, for the Management 
and by Sri V, N. Dutta, General Secretary of M. F. 
Rashtriya Koyala Khadan Mazdoor Sangh. Both 
of them are ^identified by Sri G. P. Chaube, Clerk of 
this Tribunal. 

(Sd.) V. N. Datta (Sd.) M. Chandra, 

(Sd.) S. B. Katiar. Presiding Officer. 

4-12-1971. 


AWARD 


1, The Government of India, in the Ministry of 
Labour, Employment & Rehabilitation (Department of 
Labour & Employment) being of the opinion that an 
industrial dispute exists between the employers in rela- 
tion to the Jamadopa Colliery of Messrs Tata Iron and 
Steel Company Limited, Post Office Jealgora, District 
Dnanbad and their workmen, by its order No. 2/122/ 
66-LKII dated the 11th of October, 1966 referred to tne 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Dhanbad under 
Section 10(lRd) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 for 
adjudication the dispute in respect of the matters speci- 
fied in the Schedule annexed thereto. The Schedule Is 
extracted below: — 


Schedule 

"Whether the dismissal of Shri Teja Singh, Heavy 
Tyndal, with effect from the 3rd May, 1966 and 
Snri Siddique toiler wan, Feeder Attendant, wltn 
effect from tne 6th March, 1966 by the manage- 
ment of the Jamadoba Colliery ot Messrs Tata 
Iron and Steel Company amounts to victimisa- 
tion for trade union activities, and if so, to 
what relief are the workmen entitled?” 


“• Th e reference was registered as Reference No. 139 
of 1966 in the Central _Government Industrial Tribunal, 
Diianbad. Later on, the Central Government by its 
order No. 8/25/67-LiRlI, dated the 8th of May, 1967, 
transferred the Industrial Dispute to the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal No. 2, Dhanbad where it 
was registered as Reference No. 176 of 1967. The re- 
ference was subsequently transferred to this Tribunal by 
the Central Government by its subsequent Order 
No, 8/71/68-LRIX, dated the 13th of August, 1968 and 
it was re-numbered in this Tribunal as reference No. 
47 of 1968. 


Part oi Award 

(Sd.i) M. Chandra, 

Industrial Trlbunal-cum-Labour Court, (Central!, 
Jabalpur, 


[No. L/22011/9/71-LRII.1 

New Delhi, the 14th February 1972 

8.0. 754. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby publishes the following award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal (No. 3), Dhan- 
bad, in the industrial dispute between the employers in 
relation to the management of Jamadoba Colliery of 
Messrs Tata Iron and Steel Company, Post Office JeaL 
gora, District Dhanbad, and their workmen, which was 
received by the Central Government on the 8th Febru- 
ary, 1972. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
(NO. 3) AT DHANBAD 

Reference No, 47 of 1968 

Present : 

Bhawani Sankar Tripathi, Presiding Officer. 
Parties : 

Employers In relation to the Jamadoba Colliery 


3. On behalf of the concerned workmen the dispute 
was sponsored by Koyala Mazdoor Panchayat and a 
written statement dated 27th October, i960 was filed by 
the said Panchayat. The employers filed their written 
statement on 5th February, 1968. The hearing of the 
leierence was taken up by my prcdecessor-in-offlce 
tori Sachidanand Sinha, before whom both documentary 
and oral evidence were adduced on behalf of both the 
parties. Thereafter on hearing both the parties he gave 
his award on 16th April, 1969- He found that the dis- 
missal of Sri Teja Singh, Heavy Tyndal, with effect 
3rcl Ma T. I960 and Sri Siddique Sherwnn Feeder 
Attendant, with effect from the 6th of March, 1960 
amounts to victimisation for their trade union activities 
Accordlngiy, it was held further that Sri Teja Singh 
and Siddique Sherwan are entitled to be reinstated with 
full back wages from the date of their dismissal, l.e , 
from the 3rd May, I960 and the 5th March 1966 res- 
pectively up to the date of reinstatement along with 
continuity of service. 


4. 1 may mention at this place that a separate charge- 
sheet was issued to each of the two workmen with the 
allegation of misconduct on their part, as mentioned 
therein, whereupon there was domestic enquiry in two 
separate departmental proceedings, one against Sri Teja 
Singh and the other against Sri Siddique. The enquiry 
officer found both the workmen guilty of the charges 
against them. The management accepted the dnding of 
the enquiry officer in the departmental enquiries and 
issued letter of dismissal to the said workmen. My 
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predeecssor-In~office in. his award, referred to above, 
came to the conclusion that the departmental enquiries 
were not tail and proper and so the dismissal of the 
concerned workmen was not justified. 

5. As against the said award the management filed a 
writ petition (Livil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 867 of 
1969) under articles 226 and 227 of the Constitution ot 
India before the dou ble High Court at Patna, which 
■was disposed ol by the Hon’ote Court as per judgement 
dated the t>th or August, 1971. Their .Lordships set 
aside the award aud rewarded the reference to tins 
Tribunal for a fresh adjudication on the evidence 
already adduced by the parties in accordance with the 
law and in the lignt of judgment of the Hon’ble Court. 
Their Lordships held that the finding recorded by this 
Tribunal that the departmental enquiries were not fair 
and proper was beyond the scope of the reference, that 
tile Tribunal was not called upon to go into the ques- 
tion as to whether the dismissal order was justnied or 
not, that the Tribunal was to find only as to whether 
the dismissal was by way of victimisation or unfair 
labour practice, anu that the finding of victimisation 
rijcorden by the Tribunal can not be upheld ns it is 
based upon the discussion of no evidence or circum- 
stances, except some pointed out in paragraph 18 of me 
Tribunal's Award, which by themselves could not lead 
to that conclusion, 

6. After remand, as a result of the decision in the 
Writ petition, said above, the reference was heard on 
the evidence already adduced by both the parties. At 
the time of hearing the employers were represented by 
Sri S. S. Mukherjee, Advocate and the workmen were 
represented by Snri D. Narsingb. Advocate. 

7. According to the written statement of the workmen 
the management declared 84 per cent proiit sharing 
bonus to their workmen and the workmen belonging to 
different unions, including Koyala Mazdoor Panchayat 
of which the concerned workmen Sri Teja Singh and 
Sri Siddique Sherwan were the members, protested to 
the quantum of the bonus declared by the management. 
However, on 29th September, 1966 the management 
started distributing profit sharing bonus to the workmen 
when a few people wanted to receive the same and out 
of a large number of workmen collected there, some 
persuaded their fellow workmen not to lift the bonus 
as the matter was under dispute. It is said that the 
management picked-up some workmen and issued 
chargesheets to them and thereafter departmental 
enquiry was started against them with a view to 
frighten the workmen who wore not lifting bonus. The 
allegation further is that in the departmental enquiry 
there was no evidence to prove that the concerned 
workmen Sri Teja Singh and Sri Siddique were seen by 
any body in taking part in persuading the workmen not 
to lift bonus or doing any other overt act, and that 
Sri Siddique was even denied natural justice inasmuch 
as his request to the Enquirying Officer to hold depart- 
mental enquiry at a place convenient to him was not 
accepted. It is said that the whole enquiry proceeding 
was biased and vitiated by preconceived design to creat 
fear among the workmen who were protesting against 
the quantum of bonus declared by the management 
which amounts to unfair labour practice. 

8. According to the employer, as stated by them in 
their written statement, they are not aware if Sri Teja 
Singh and Sri Siddique were members of Koyala Maz- 
door Panchayat or of any union at all at the relevant 
time, It is said that on 20th September, 1965 when 
bonus was being paid to the workmen of Jamadoba 
Colliery, Sri Teja Singh and Sri Siddique were standing 
with about 100 persons near the garage in front of the 
office of the Manager of the colliery and at the instance 
of Sri Sobran Singh Heavy Tyndal Mazdoor, Washing 
Plant Sri Teja Singh and Sri Siddique threatened those 
who were accepting payment of bonus and they led the 
mob towards Sri S. N. Singh, the Legal Assistant in a 
violent attitude for assaulting him and also shouted 


abused on him. They also led the mob towards the 
payment counter and Insisted the mob to assault the 
workmen .who were drawing bonus and also the officers 
of the Company, with the, result that all those who had 
comp to take bonus, except 4 workmen who had already 
taken the same, left the place without drawing the bonus 
out of fear. On account of the above misconduct on 
the part of Sri Teja Singh and Sri Siddique, the em- 
ployers state, chargesheets dated 8th October, 1965 were 
issued to them and they submitted their replies deny- 
ing the charges. The departmental enquiry against 
Sri Teja Singh and that against Sri Siddique were held 
separately. Sri Teja Singh attended the departmental 
enquiry against him and he was given full opportunity 
to cross-examine the witnesses of the management and 
to defend himself. After enquiry the Enquirying Officer 
found the charge against him to have been established 
and thereafter Sri Teja Singh was dismissed by the 
management by their letter dated the 3rd May, 1966. 
In the departmental enquiry against Sri Siddique 11th 
November, 1 965 was the date fixed for hearing and on, 
that date pn the petition for adjournment filed on behalf 
of the concerned workman, the enquiry was postponed 
to 18th November. 1965 and Sri Siddique was informed 
of it, On. 18th November, 1965 Siddique did not turn 
up and still one more chance was given to him to 
attend the enquiry which was fixed to 22nd November, 
1965. On 22nd November, 1965 Sri Siddique did not 
attend the enquiry and thus the enquiry was held in his 
absence. On the evidence adduced before the Enquiry- 
ing Officer he came to the conclusion thut the charges 
of misconduct as against Sri Siddique were established 
and the management after accepting the report of the 
enquiry Officer dismissed Sri Siddique with eil'eet from 
5th March, 1966. The case of the employers is that the 
departmental enquiries were fair, proper and were con- 
ducted after observing the principles of natural justice. 

9. From the reference itself it will appear that the 
point for adjudication by the Tribunal is not about the 
propriety or fairness in conducting the departmental 
proceeding or whether the order of dismissal of the 
concerned workmen was Justified or not. The point for 
adjudication is whether the dismissal of the concerned 
workmen amounts to victimization for trade union acti- 
vities. Sri D. Narsingh, Advoate of the workmen in 
course of argument frankly conceded this to be the 
scop.e of the reference and not the propriety or other- 
wise of the departmental proceedings. 

10. Exts, M-l to M-19 are the documents relating to 
the domestic enquiries made against the concerned 
workman Sri Teja Singh and Sri Siddique. Ext. M-5 is 
the copy of Certified Standing Order. The charge 
against the workmen was misconduct punishable under 
clause 19(5) of the said standing order for riotous and 
indecent behaviour. Ext. M-l to M-4, M-10 and M-17 
relate to the entire proceeding against Sri Teja Singh, 
beginning from the issue of ehargesheet till the issue of 
the letter of his dismissal. Similarly Exts. M-6 to M-14, 
M-18 and M-19 are the relevant documents relating to 
the charge against Sri Siddique ending with the issue 
of letter of his dismissal. The ehargesheet Issued to 
both the workmen is the same (vide Exts. M-l and M-6) 
und the replies of both the workmen to the ehargesheet 
are also the same (vide Exts, M-2 and M-7). The 
ehargesheet reads as follows: — 

“On 29th September, 1965 ut about 3.20 p.m. you 
were standing with about 100 persons near the 
garage (by the side of the compressor) In front 
of the office of the Manager, Jamadoba 
Colliery, At the instance of Sri Sobran Singh, 
Heavy Tyndal Mazdoor, Washing Plant, you 
threatened those who were accepting payment 
of their ordinance bonus shouting ‘JO BONUS 
U.THAYEGA U$KA HADI PASLI TOR DENGE 
SINGH SAHEB SALA SAB KO BONUS 
DILATA HAI USKO MARO’. Yo u led the mob 
towards Sri S. N. Singh in a violent attitude for 
assaulting him and had also shouted abuse# on 
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him. You also led the mob towards tire pay- 
ment counter but were prevented from reaching 
there by the watchmen and police force. 

This misconduct is punishable under clause 1L>(5) of 
our Standing Orders tor riotous and indecent 
behaviour.'’ 

11. In their reply the concerned workmen made out 
detente to the ciu'cl that the charge against them was 
entirely false, that they were not present at the time of 
the alleged occurrence, that with a view to victimise 
them for refusing to take profit sharing bonus the faj.se 
charge was fabricated against them, that they were 
implicated in as case u/s 107 Cr. P. C. along with 
others as they are active members of Co.liery Mazdoor 
Sangh and due to hostility on account of trade union 
activities this attempt lo victimise was made, and that 
the management pressed to persuade the workers to 
draw Jess bonus, but as they refused to do so, the 
management framed the charge against them by way of 
revenge. Ext. JVI-3 senes are tue notices of enquiry 
relating to the mfou nation given to the concerned 
workman Teja Singh about the dates of enquiry. Exts, 
M-B to ivf-14 are the notices of enquiry relating to the 
domestic enquiry against Sri Siddique Ext. M-16 is the 
enquiry proceeding relating to the enquiry against 
Sri Teja Singh and Ext. M-13 is the enquiry proceeding 
relating to the enquiry against Sri Siddique in the afore- 
said domestic enquiries. Ext. M-17 is the enquiry report 
relating to the domestic enquiry against the workman 
Sri Teju Singh and Ext. M-Ui is the enquiry report in 
the domestic enquiry against the workman Sri Siddique. 
The enquiiy officer has found the charges to have been 
proved against both the workmen. It appears that the 
managemcn: accepted the repurt of the enquiry officer 
and issued letters of dismissal to both the workmen 
(vide Exts. M-4 relating to Sit Teja Singh and Exi. M-9 
relating to Sri Siddique). In the domestic enquiries six 
witnesses were examined on behalf of the management. 

12. The genuineness of the documents aforesaid has 
not been disputed on hi- half of the workmen. I have 
carefuLy gone through the documents relating to the 
domestic enquiries in question. There is nothing on 
record to show that toe domestic enquiiies against the 
concerned workmen was Improper or unfair in any way. 

1 L appears further that in the domestic enquiries the 
concerned workmen weic given full opp-xtunity to 
defend themselves and to cross-examine the witnesses of 
the man igement. The enquiries conducted by the En- 
quiry Officer have not been shown to me as to be viola- 
tive of the principles of natural justice in any way. 

IS. I have already said above that the question for 
determination in the present reference is not as to the 
propriety or otherwise of the dismissal of Ihe concerned 
workmen by the management of Jamadoba Colliery but 
it is as to whether the dismissal of the said workmen 
amounts to victimisation for their trade union activities. 

14. On behalf of the management 4 witnesses have 
been examined and they are MW-1 Sri ?J. K. Prasad, 
Senior Welfare Officer at Digwadih Colliery, MW-2 
Sri S- N. Singh, the Legal Assistant in Tata Collieries, 
MW-U Sr' T. K. Prasad, Welfare Officer, working in 
Jamadoba during the relavant time, and MW-4 Sri S. M. 
M. Safvj, Manager, Coal Washing Plant, Jamadoba. 
Workman Sri Teja Singh has been examined as WW-1 
and the week in an Sri Siddique has been examined aa 
WW-2 and (hey are the only witnesses examined in the 
present reference on behalf of the workmen. 

15. The learned Advocate of the management pointed 
out 11' at ttm workmen themselves have not said in their 
evidence whether they were members of any union or 
were office bearers of any trade union and what their 
trade union activities were, on account, of which they 
were dismissed by the management by way cf victi- 
mization. So far as wit; eases of the management are 
concerned MW-1 is Enquiry log Officer, who had en- 
quired into the charges against Ihe concerned workmen 
and he is a witness on the point of domestic enquiries 


made by him. He has given evidence in support of the 
marge against the concerned workmen in the domestic 
enquiries and has denied the fact chat these workmen 
were victimised for their trade union activities. He has 
slated further that he does not know that the workmen 
concerned were the members of any Union at all. 
lvlW- 3 has a.so denied to have been any knowledge that 
the concerned workmen Sri Teja Singh and Sn Siddique 
Sherwun were the members of any trade union. Xn the 
cross-examination of 1V1W-2 and MW-3 no suggestion 
even was made tiiat the concerned workmen were 
members of any union at all at the relevant time. 
.vivV-s is the Manager of the Washing Plant. Accord- 
ing to him he is not aware that Shri Siddique 
was a member of any trade union. He has 
denied the fact that nis dismissal was uue to 
the act of victimisation. There has been no 
cioss-examination of the witnesses on the point under 
consideration. It comes to this, therefore, that the evi- 
dence adduced by the parties does not show that tha 
concerned workmen were members of uny trade union 
or that they had any trade union activities 'which was 
the reason for iheir dismissal from the services by the 
management. On behalf of the workmen tile suumis- 
sion is that according to the cage of the management 
in the domestic enquiries these workmen had asked the 
other workmen not to accept the bonus as the bonus 
which was given by the management was at a less rate 
and this amounts to trade union activity and it must 
accordingly be held that the concerned workmen were 
dismissed on account of their trade union activities. I 
am unable to accept this submission, in view of the 
evidence and circumstances on record. 

16. The charge framed and proved against the work- 
men will show that they threatened to break the bones 
of those workmen who would accept bonus, abused Srt 
S. N. Singh and incited the workmen to assault him 
and Jed the mob towards Sri S. JSi. Singh in a violent 
attitude to assuult him. Thus it cunnot be said that 
the dismissal of the concerned workmen was simply 
for their asking the other workmen not to accept less 
bonus. 

17. It has next been submitted on behalf of the 
workmen that Sri Teja Singh and Sn Siddique were ill 
service of the management for 20 years and 30 years 
respectively at the time they were dismissed and there 
is nothing to show anything against their service record 
and in that view of the matter the punishment of dis- 
missal indicted on them is too severe and disprupor- 
liunatj with the gravity of the offence proved against 
them, which by itself goes to prove that the concerned 
wurkmcn were dismissed on account of tlieir trade union 
activities. 1 have already mentioned above the different 
acts ot riotous and disorderly behaviour proved against 
the workmen in the domestic enquires. In my opinion, 
inese acts wilt not justify punishment other than the 
pun:shment of dismissal. I do not accordingly accept 
the suoroissiun on behalf of the workmen to draw an 
inference from the above facts that on account of trade 
union activities of the concerned workmen were dls- 
misse i from service. 

18- In view of the findings recorded above my answer 
to the first part of the reference is that the dismissal 
of Sri Teja Singh, Heavy Tyndnl, with effect from the 
3rd May, 19fifi and Sri Siddique. Sherwan, Feeder 
Attendant, with effect from the 5th March, 1966 by the 
management of the Jamadoba Colliery of Messers Tata 
Iron and Steel Company does not amount to victimisa- 
tion for trade union activities. As such, my answer to 
the si ud part of the reference is that the workmen are 
not entitled to any relief in the present reference. 

]<J. This is my award. Let the award be submitted to 
to ihe Ministry under Section 15 of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act, 1947. 

(Sd.) BKawani Sankar Tuipathi, 

Presiding Officer. 

Central Govt. Industrial 
Tribunal (No. 3j, Dhanbad. 

[No. 2/123/ 66-LRII.J 
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New Delhi, the nth February 1972 

S.O. 755. — In issuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 ,:f 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, (No. 2) 
Bombay in the industrial dispute between the em- 
ployers in relation to the management of Ivan Mllu- 
tinovic Pim, Gosalia Building Vasco-de-Gama and 
their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on the 8th February, 1972. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUST- 
TRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 2, BOMBAY 

Reference No. CGIT-2/1 of 1971 

Employers in Relation to the Management of Ivan 

Milutlnovic Pim, Gosalia Bldg., Vasco-de-Gama. 

And 

Their Workman Shri S. B, Jadhav. 

Present; 

Shri N. K. Vani, Presiding Officer. 

.Appearances : 

For the employers. — -Shri Maneck Gagrat, Advo 
cate. 

For the workman, — Shri R. G. Menon, Advocate. 

Industry: Stone Quarry. State; Goa, 

Daman and Din. 

Bombay, the 1st February, 1972 
AWARD 

By order No. 12(30)/70-LR-1V dated 18th January, 
1970 (correct year 19711 the Central Government in the 
Ministry of Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation 
(Department of Labour and Employment) in exercise 
of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-section (1) 
of Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 
1947) referred to this Tribunal for adjudication an 
Industrial dispute existing between the employers in 
relation to the management of Ivan Milutinovic Pim, 
Gosalia Bldg-, Vasco-de-Gama and their workman Shri 

S. B. Jadhav in respect of the matter specified In the 
Schedule mentioned below: — 

“Scheduee 

Whether the action cf the management of Ivan 
Milutinovlc-Pim Vasco-de-Gama In discharging 
the workman Shri S- B. Jadhav, Ex-Helper 
(Traxcavator), with effect from the 0th June, 
1970, is justified? If not, to what relief is the 
workman entitled?” 

2. The facts giving rise to this reference are as 
follows : — 

3. The workman Shri S- B. Jadhav was working as 
helper with Ivan Milutinovic-Pim (hereinafter referred 
to as the company) in Bombay office. The Chief Engi- 
neer vide Ref: KR/338/69 dated 15th October, 1969 
confirmed him as helper with effect from 11th April, 
1969, vide Ex. 11/W- Thereafter Shri Jadhav was 
transferred to Goa to work as a helper by the company. 

4. On 30th April, 1970 show cause notice as men- 
tioned below was issued to the workman by the Project 
Manager. 

"Shri S. B. Jadhav (Helper), Opp. State Bank 
of India, Pan Shop Nc. 143. Vasco-de-Gama, 

It is reported that you are remaining absent with- 
out permission with effect from 17th April, 
1970. This alleged act of yours Is highly 
objectionable for which you are required to 
show cause why disciplinary action should not 
be taken against you- Your written explana- 
tion should reach the undersigned within 48 
hours from the date of this notice, falling 
which we will be constrained to take further 
action In the matter.” 


5. On 9th May, 1970 chargesheet as mentioned below 
was issued to Shri S, B. Jadhav (helper), Ex. 24/ W. 

"You were Issued with a show cause notice No. 
KBM dated 30th April, 1970 for remaining 
absent without permission with effect from 
17th April, 1970 and that you were asked to 
submit your written explanation within 48 
hours from the receipt of that letter failing 
which the management would nroeeed further 
in the matter. You did not give any written 
explanation to that effect. 

On further enquiry it was reported by you that as 
you are Helptr to the Traxcavator no other job 
even akin to it would be dene by you and that 
would do the job of Helper to the Traxcavator 
Operator only. You therefore preferred to re- 
main absent instead of abiding by the instruc- 
tions given to you by your superiors- This 
sort of behaviour of yours Is highly objection- 
able for which you are hereby chargesheeted. 

A written enquiry into the mutter will be conducted 
on Thursday the 14th May, 1970 at 2,30 p.m. 
in Vasco-de-Gama Office Building called 
Gesalio Building, in the 3rd Floor, when you 
are required to remain present alongwith your 
witnesses If any. If you fail to attend the en- 
quiry as demanded in this letter of charge, an 
ex-parte decision will be arrived at in your 
absence and the same will be binding on ycu. 
In the meanwhile, if you so desire you may 
submit your written explanation." 

6. In pursuance of the chargesheet referred to above 
enquiry was held against Shri Jadhav on 25th May, 
J970. In that enquiry he was found guilty of the mis- 
conduct alleged to have been eommited by him. The 
Project Manager therefcrc passed order No. 573/KBM 
dated 6th June, 1970 (Ex. 18/W) discharging him from 
service. That order is as follows: — 

“Further to the letter of charge No. 451/KBM of 
9th May, 1970 a written enquiry was held on 
25th May, 1970 into the charge held against 
you. 

From the proceedings of the enquiry we find, that 
full opportunity was given to you and that 
you fully participated in the enquiry. 

We have carefuly gone through the records of 
enquiry the connected papers and findings _ of 
the Enquiry and have come to the conclusion 
that the charge levelled against you have been 
sufficiently proved. 

Under the circumstances, we would have been 
justified in dismissing you from service. How- 
ever, as a generous gesture it has been decided 
to discharge you from service. 

Accordigly, you are hereby discharged from ser- 
vice with effect from the date of this letter. 

Your final settlement dues can be collected by 
you from the office at any time during the 
office hours. 

You are advised to return company’s stores, if any, 
issued to you before collection of your final 
settlement, surrender the entry pass, if given 
to you and vacate the accommodation.” 

7. As Shri Jadhav was discharged from services he 
raised industrial dispute with the Assistant Labour 
Commissioner (C) Vasce.-de-Gama. He tried to bring 
about conciliation but in vain. He therefore submitted 
his failure of conciliation report to the Government. 
The Government of India thereafter referred this dis- 
pute to this Tribunal for adjudication. 

8. The employee Shri Jadhav has filed written state- 
ment at Ex. 2/W. His main contention is that the 
order of discharge passed by the company is illegal, 
void and inoperative on various grounds and reasons 
as mentioned in his written statement. 
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9. The company has [lied statement under- Rule 10B 
Hi of the Industrial Disputes (Con trail Pules. 19^7 at 
Ex J/E find roioinder at Ex. 3/E. The comnanv’s 
is that the action of discharge taken aeainst. Shri 
Jadhav is proper and lust. The company has tried to 
show as to how the enquiry held against Shrl Jadhav 
was fair and iust. 

]9 The employe" Shri .Tadhnv has filed his affidavit 
at Ex A /~W npd produced number of documents at 
Ex. 5/W to 24/W. 

U. The Personnel Officer of the company has filed 
affidavit at Ev, and produced some documents at 

Ex. 26 rE to 36/E. 

1J. After takln" some adjournment'. both the par- 
ties started negotiation' and settled the dispute by 
amieph]o settlement. That settlement Ex. 37/EW ts 
as follows: — 

“Mnu it please this Ffon’ble Tribunal: 

The Parties to the above reference have arrived 
at a settlement, and pray that an award be 
made in terms thereof: 

Terms of Settlement 

1 The company =hover emed b n s agreed to nay er- 
nrnfxa slim of Fs. 0 F30 to Shri S. B. Jadhav It is fur- 
ther am-oed th-’t, earned leave waves which may he 
dim to Shri S R. Jrdhay will ho paid to him in addi- 
tion to the aforesaid ex-Qratia sum, 

a Shri S P Jadtiav ha c agreed =->(] accepted ,Vlp 
above terms in full and fin'd settlement of all his 
claims and does not press for his demand for reinstate- 
ment. 

3. The p''vme v, t "5 -lwood to in clause 1 ehove will 
h° paid t" Shri S. B. Jadhav on or before 20th January 
1 073 at, Fombav 

Bombay, dated 14th January 1972.” 

13. From the twins of settlement referred to above 
it i° clear that +h" company pmood to oay an 
er-arat'n siim of Rp. 950 to Shri .Tadhav and carped 
leave iron whi"h mav he due to him in addition, 
end that SPri Jarffinv p qt . ^nyeed to accept th° sum (n 
full and final settlement of hi® claim. He is giving 
up his demand for reinstatement. 

J 

14. T am satisfied from the term 1 -- of settlement bet- 
ween the parties, that +ho is fair and reasonable 

and ip the interest of both the parlies. T therefore 
accept the same and pass the following order: — 

Order 

(il Award js made in terms of settlement Ex. 
37/EW. 

[iil Ex. 37/EW is to form part of this Award. 

(iii) Parties to bear their own costs. 

(Sd.) N. K. Vant, 
Presiding Officer, 
Central Government Industrial 
Tribunal No. 2, Bombay. 

BEFORE Tpjr CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUS- 
TRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 2, BOMBAY 

Refb:rence No. CGIT-2/1 op 1971 

Between 

Ivan Milutinovic Pirn 
And 

S. B. Vadbav 

In the matter of reinstatement. 

May it please this Hon’ble Tribunal: 

The parties to the above reference have arrived at a 
settlement and pray that, an award he made in terms 
thereof: 


Terms of Settlement 

1. The Company abovenamed has agreed to pay an 
e.x-gratia sum of Rs. 950 to Shri S. B. Jadhav. It is 
further agreed that earned leave wages which may be 
due to Shri S. B. Jadhav will be paid to him in addi- 
tion to the aforesuid ex-grati a sum. 

2. Shri S. B, Jadhav has agreed and accepted the 
above terms in full and final settlement of all his 
claims and does not press for his demand for reinstate- 
ment. 

3. The payment as agreed to in clnuse I above will 
he paid to Shri S. B. Jadhav on or before 20th Janu- 
ary 1972 at Bombay. 

Bombay, dated 14th January, 1972. 

Witness: 

(1) (Sd.) M, A. Gagrat, (Sd.) Illegible 
Advocate for the For M/s. Ivan Mulitinovic Pim 

Company 

(2) fSd.) R. G. Menon, (Sd.) S. B. Jadhav 
Advocate for Shri 

S. B. Jadhav. 

[No. 12(30) /70-LRIV.] 

New Delhi, the 13th February 1972 

S.O. 756. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal (No, 3), 
Dhanbad. in the industrial dispute between the em- 
ployers in relation to the management of Digwadih 
Collierv of Messrs. Tata Iron and Steel Company 
Limited, Post Offire Jealgora, District Dhanbad and 
their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on the 14th February. 1972. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
(NO. 3) AT DHANBAD 

Reference No. 63 of 1969 

Present: 

Shri B, S. Tripathi, Presiding Officer. 

Parties: 

Employers in relation to the management of Digwadih 
Colliery of Messrs. Tata Iron and Steel Co. Ltd. 
Vs. 

Their workmen. 

Appearances: 

For Employers S/Sri S. S. Mukhcrjee, Advocate, 

L. H. Parvatiyar and 2 others. 

For workmen. — None. 

Industry: Coal State: Bihar 

Dhanbad, dated the 3rd February, 1972 
AWARD 

1 . The Central Government in the Ministry of Lab- 
our. Employment & Rehabilitation (Department of 
Labour & Emoplyment) being of the opinion that an 
industrial dispute txists between the employers in 
relation to the management of Digwadih Colliery of 
Messrs Tata Iron and Steel Company Limited, Post 
Office Jealgora, District Dhanbad and their workmen, 
in respect of the matters mentioned in the Schedule 
annexed thereto, has referred the same for adjudication 
to this Tribunal under Section 10(ll(d) of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act. 1947 by its order No. 2/232/68-LRII 
dnled the 28th August, 196'). The Schedule is extracted 
as under: — 

Schedule 

■‘Whether the action of the management of Digwa- 
dih Colliery of Messrs Tata Iron and Steel 
Company Limited in suspending Shri Budhar 
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Mistry, Mechanical Fitter with effect from 
the 8th July, 1968 vide management’s letter 
No. Di g/ 1 5D- 8 8/3 fi 02 dated 25-6/1-7-1968 is 
justified? If not, to what relief is the work- 
man entitled?” 

2. The reference was received by this Tribunal on 
16tii September, 1969 when it was registered as 
Reference No. 63 of 1969 and notices were sent to 
both the parties. The industrial dispute out of which 
the present reference arose was sponsored by the 
Congress Mazdoor Sangh, Bihar, The concerned work- 
man of the present reference is one Bhudhar Mistry. 
a Mechanical Fitter, working *n Digwadih Colliery of 
Tata Iron & Steel Company limited. He was put 
under suspension for a period of 10 days with effect 
from 8th July. 1968 by the management as he was 
found guiltv of the charge in a departmental enquiry 
held against him. The Union then raised the indus- 
trial dispute In question through its President. 

3. The employers filed written statement in the 
reference on 1st November, 1969 On behalf of the 
workmen written statement was filed on 13th February 
1970. The employers filed a rejoinder to the written 
statement of the workmen on 30th March, 1970. 

4. The case of the employers, as made out in their 
written statement, is as follows: — 

The Tata Iron & Steel Co. Ltd. has got six collie- 
ries including Malkera-Choitudih and Digwa- 
dis Collieries. Previously Shri Bhudhar 
Mistry, the concerned workman, was work- 
ing in Malkcra Colliery wherefrom he was 
transferred to Digwadih Colliery and was 
posted as Mechanical Fitter. While he was 
working in Malkera Colliery he was living 
in a quarter of that Colliery. The Welfare 
Officer of Digwadih Colliery was incharge of 
the allotment of houses of that colliery and 
he made allotment of a quarter at that collierv 
to Sri Bhaudhar Mistry and as per his letter 
dated he 27th May, 1968 informed him 
(Bhudhar Mistry). The Welfare Officer ad- 
vised the workman to occupy the quarter 
allotted to him at Digwadih Colliery and to 
hand over the vacant possession of the quarter 
m his possession at Malkera Colliery. Sri 
Bhudhar Mistry did not comply with this 
order, whereupon a chargesheet dated 4th/ 
ath June, 1968 was issued to him for disobe- 
dience of that order and a departmental cn- 
QUiry followed thereafter, The enquiry was 
held In the presence of the concerned 
workman. The Enquirying Officer found the 
charge against the concerned workman to have 
been established and the management having 
accepted the report of the Enquiry Officer, 
suspended the workman for 10 days with 
effect from 8th July. 1908 bv way of punish- 
ment. It is submitttd that the order of .sus- 
pension is justified. 


5. According to the union Sri Bhudhar Mistry ha 
been living with his wife and children in the quarte; 
allotted to him at Malkera Colliery for about 18 years 
The Welfare Officer of Digwadih Colliery all of e 
sudden allotted a quarter to the workman at Digwadil 
Collierv and ns per his letter dated 27th May, 196f 
asked the workman to vacate the quarter in his pos- 
session at Malkera Colliery with a threat of discipli- 
nary action in the case of non-rompliance. The work- 
man was transferred to Digwadih Colliery in the veai 
1950, and inspite of the fact that Digwadih Collien 
is at a distance of about 17 miles from Malkera Col- 
liery and no quarter was allotted to the workman a' 
Digwadih Colliery, he did not protest to the transfer 
lomed his duty at Digwadih Colliery and has beer 
doing his duties at Digwadih Colliery faithfully daih 
incurring transport cost for going to Digwadih Collien 
from Malkera Colliery, The quarter allotted to hirr 
for the firs’ time In May, 1968 at Digwadih is Inferioi 


to th“ quarter in occupation of the workman at Mal- 
kera C-'llicry. It is alleged that the Welfare Officer of 
Digwadih Colliery had no right to direct the work- 
man to vacate the quarter at Malkin Colliery, it being 
outside his jurisdiction, that the order of the Welfare 
Officer was therefore, neither lawful nor reasonable 
as to attract the provisions of clause 19(1) of the 
Certified Standing Orders and that the workman is 
prepared to vacate the quarter at Malkera Colliery, if 
the quarter which was in occupation of Lakhan Mistry 
at Digwadih Collierv before his retirement, still lying 
vacant, is allotted to him. The workman states that 
the summary and arbitrary order of the management 
suspending him from service for 10 days was in con- 
travention of the orinciples of natural justice and is 
Ihus unjustified. In view of all these, it is alleged, 
that the order of the management suspending Bhudhar 
Mistry i s liable to be set aside. 


fi. From the records it appear that 9th November, 
1971 was the date fixed for hearing of the reference 
and on this date on a petition for time filed on behalf 
of the workmen it was adiourned to 1st February 1972 
for hearing. On 1st February 1972 the employers 
were ready for hearing hut none appeared on behalf 
of Ihe workmen. No step also was taken on behalf of 
the workmen. The case was. however, adjourned to 
2nd February, 1972 for ex-pnrtp hearing. On 2nd 
February. 1972 the employers were ready with wit- 
nesses but no body was present on behalf of the work- 
men and no step also was taken on tbc : r behalf. The 
hearing of the rase was accordingly taken up in the 
absence of the workmen under Rule 22 of Industrial 
Disputes (Central) Rules, 19o7. 


7 On behalf of the employers three witnesses were 
examined and they are S/Sri R. I. Luther. Welfare 
Officer of Digwadih Collierv (MW-th R. K. Verma, 
Personnel Officer of the Company (MW- 1 ) and L. H. 
Parvatiyar. Law Officer oT Tata Iron 8- Steel Co. Ltd. 
for the six collieries of the Co. in 1'ie District of 
Dhanbad. 


8 Out of the documents exhibited on behalf of the 
employers Ext. M-l is the letter issued by MW- 1 to 
Sri Bhudhar Mistry asking him to vacate the quarter 
fn his occupation at Malkera Colliery and to occupy 
he quarter allotted to him at Digwadih Colliery with- 
in 7 days from the date of receipt of the letter in 
question The letter is dated 27th May. 1968. It has 
been proved by MW-1. The witness states that since 
Bhudhar did not obey his order the Manager oi Dig- 
wadih collierv issued chargesheet Ext. M-2 asking the 
workman to' show cause why disciplinary action 
should not be taken against him under clause 19(1) Of 
the standing Orders. As the cause shown by the 
workman was found unsatisfactory by the manage- 
merit a domestic enquiry with respect to the said 
sheet was ordered and it wfts^ conducted by 
MW-2. From the evidence -if this witness it appears 
that he conducted the enquvv and examined Sri R. I, 
Luther, in presen re of the workman who was given 
full opportunity to eross-r'-umine the witness. The 
Enquhwing Officer also recorded the statement of 
Bhudhar Mistrv. Exts. M-3 and M-3(U are the state- 
ments of Sri R. I. Luther and Sri Bhudhar Mistry 
,. e -Tiectivclv in the said domestic enquiry. Ext. M-4 
is the report submitted by the Enquirying Officer to 
ihe Manager of Diewadih Colliery. In his report Sri 
Verma. the Enquirying Officer found the charge 
levelled acamst, Sri Bhudhar Mistry to have been 
established, Ext. M-6 is the letter of dismissal issued 
hy th= Manager of Digwadih Colliery intimating the 
concerned workman that the charge of disobedience 
of order against him had been establishd and accord- 
rngly he had been suspended for 10 days with effect 
from the 8th of Julv. 1963 under clause 19(1) of the 
Standing Orders. Ext. M-6 is the copy of the certified 
Standing Orders. MW-3 has proved the documents 
Exts. M-5 and M-8 but he is not a witness on facts 
rpln+inc tn the facts of the p^ent reference. 


9 No doubt in the domestic enquiry the workman 
was riven full opportunity to defend himself and also 
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to cross-examine the witness of the management and 
in that respect the enquiry cannot be dubbed as uniau 
or improper. But thq question that arises toi 
consideration is as to whether the action of the work- 
man amounts to wilful ; "■ ' * or disobedi- 
ence of any lawful order ■ ■ ' ' , so a , s A ,fr 

make him liable for ounishment under c.ause 19(1) 
of the Standing Orders. I consider necessary to 
quote the said clause which runs os follows: — 

“19. Any empolyee may be suspended, fined 
or dismissed without notice or any compen- 
sation in lieu of notice if he is found to be 
guilty of misconduct, provided that suspension 
without pay, whether as a punishment or 
pending enquiry, shall not exceed ten days. 
The following shall denote misconduct: 

(1) Wilful insubordination or disobedience 
whether alone or in combination with an- 
other or others, of any lawful or reason- 
able order of a superior. 


10. The chargesheet issued to the workman is dated 
24th June, 1968 and is signed by the Manager of 
Digwadih Colliery. It reads as follows: — 

“You were instructed vide our letter No. Dig/WD- 
68/117 dated 27th May, 1968 to occupy the 
quarter No. UJ-8 allotted to you at Digwadih 
Colliery and to give the vacant possession of 
tht quarter of Malken Colliery in which you 
are living at present, but you have failed to 
do so.” 

11. Ext. M-l is the letter referred to in the charge- 
sheet for disobedience of which chargesheet was issued 
to the workman. This letter was issued to the work- 
man by Sri R. I. Luther (MW-l) on 27th May, 1968. 
Bv this letter the workman was informed by the 
Welfare Officer that the workman was allotted the 
Quarter mentioned in the chargesheet at Digwadih 
Colliery and the workman was asked to call at the 
Office of the Welfare Officer of Digwadih Colliery to 
sign the agreement forms as required under the terms 
of the occupation of the houses built under the New 
Housing Scheme of the Cool Mines Welfare Housing 
Board within 7 days of the receipt of the letter. The 
workman was also asked to hand over the vacant 
nossession of the Quarter occupied by him at Malkera 
Colliery to the Welfare Officer of Malkera Colliery 
and obtain a certificate from him to this effect and to 
bring it to the authorities of the Digwadih Colliery 
and occupy the quarter allotted to him at Digwadih 
Lastly the workman was informed that if he would 
fail to vacate the quarter at Malkera Colliery, the 
authority would be forced to take disciplinary action 
against him. The charge against the workman was 
the disobedlece of the order of the Welfare Officer of 
Digwadih Colliery contained in the said letter. The 
Enauirv Officer has found tnat there has been dis- 
obedience of the ■mid order of the Welfare Officer on 


to be unlawful on any account the question of msub- 
ordiation or disobedience does not arise for non- 
compliance of the same and consequently it will not 
be a act of insubordination or disobedience if the 
newly allotted quarter is not occupied in such a situa- 
tion. 

12. The statement of Sr: R. I. Luther, Welfare 
Officer (MW-l) to the question put to him by the 
Tribunal is as follows: — 

“I was not incharge of the allotment of quarters 
at Malkera Colliery. There is a separate Wel- 
fare Officer at Malkera Colliery and he is the 
incharge of allotment of quarters of that col- 
liery. I had or I have no control over the 
quarters at Malkera Colliery.” 

33. It comes to this therefore, that Sri R. I. Luther 
(MW-l) was not the proper person clothed with 
authority to ask Bhudhar Mistry to vacate the quarter 
in his possession at Malkera Colliery. He as Welfare 
Officer of Digwadih Colliery had no control over the 
auarters in the occupation of Bhudhar Mistry at 
Malkera Colliery. This position is also accepted by 
the learned Advocate of the managment at the time of 
argument. The learned Advocate, however, submits 
that since Malkera Colliery and Digwadih Collieiy 
belong to the same Co. and the Welfare Officer of 
Digwadih Colliery was an employee of that Co., his 
order asking Bhudhar Mistrv to vacte the quarter at 
Malkera Colliery was a valid and lawful one and the 
disobedience thereof is punishable under clause 19(1) 
of the Standing Orders. I am unable to accept th’s 
submission in view of the established facts in this 
ea^e. Of course the Comnanv to whom both the colli- 
eries belong had the right to ask the workman to 
vacate the quarter in possession of any one of the 
collieries belongin'* them end they could also gave 
this authority to any one of their subordinate. In the 
present case, however, it is not the case of the manage- 
ment that the Company had authorisd Sri R. I. 
Luther, the Welfare Officer of Digwadih Colliery, to 
pass any such order on behalf of the Company. Bereft 
of the sajd power Sri R. I. Luther had no lawful 
authority to deal with the quarters of Malkera Colli- 
eiv. Thus the order of Sri T{. I. Luther asking the 
workman to vacate the quarter at Malkera Colliery 
was unlawful and must accordingly be held to be un- 
P + ¥ S0 ‘ That bein£r no disciplinary action 

SSSMSW £ m ' ntioned ' » «» 

14. In that view of the matter the finding of Enauiry- 
ing Officer that the workman was guilty of the charge 
and so liable to be punished under clause 19(1) of 
the Standing Orders and the Punishment of suspension 
of Bhudhar Mistry for 10 davs bv the management 
under clause 19(1) of the Standing Orders must be set 
aside and I order accordingly. 


the part of the workman and hence he was guilty 
under clause 19(1) of the Standing Orders. From the 
letter of the Welfare Officer Ext. M-l it is clear that 
the Welfare Officer of Digwadih had issued it with 
the sole object that the workman should vacate the 
quarter in his occupation at Malkera Colliery. The 
workman was asked to occupy the quarter allotted to 
him at Digwadih Colliery only if he vacates the 
quarter at Malkera Colliery and otbains a certificate 
to that effect from the Welfare Officer of Malkera 
Colliery. The workman was ■■ t ■' , :’ ' n would 

not vacate the quarter at < ■ ■■ ; . action 

would be taken against bir . ■ ■ ' occupa- 

tion of the o”arter at Di-wadh was dependent on the 
vacation of the quarter at Malkera Colliery by the 
workman. The workman could not occupy the quarter 
a l 5‘m vacbb c ’° ' orlfr . a? 116 ba d not v »cated the quarter 
a . Malkera. That being the posuion, the non-occupation 
of the quarter allotted to the workman* at Digwadih 
Colliery by itcelf was not to be considered as an act 
oi insubordination o*- disobedience. Again, if the order 
to vacate the quarter at Madera Colliery be found 


15. In view of the finding recorded above I bold 
that the action of the management of Digwadih Colli- 
ery of M's. Tntn Iron & Steel Co. Ltd., in suspending 
Sri Bhudhar Mistry. Mechanical Fitter with effect 
from the 8th -Tulv 1.968 vide the management’s letter 
No. Dig /I5D-68/3602 dated 25-6/1-7-1968 is not justi- 
fied. That being so. the eon* erned workman will be 
deemed to in service of the management without 
suspension during the said pe,:od and will, therefore, 
he pntitled to full wages besides other benefits which 
might have accrued during that period. 

16. This is my award. Let it be submitted to the 
Ministry under Section 15 of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947. 

(Sd.) B. S. TRIpaTHi, 
Presiding Officer, 

Central Government Industrial Tribunal, 
(No. 3). Dhanbad. 

[No. 2/232/68-LRII.j 
BALWANT SINGH, Under Secy. 
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(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi , the 11 th February 1972 

S O 757 — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby publishes the following awrad of the 
Industrial Tribunal, Bangalore in the ^ 

between the employers m relation to the Vijaya Bank 
Limited and their workmen which was received by 
the Central Government on the 7th February, 19/2. 

BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, BANG A- 

lore 

Dated: 2nd February, 1972. 


Present: 

Shri Narayan Rai Kudoor, B.A.B.L., Presiding 
Officer. 

Central Reference No. 1/1969 

I Party 

Workmen represented by The General Secretary, 
Vii ay a Bank Employees Association, Park 
Lodge, Kumara Park West Exten., Bangalore- 
20 . 

Vs. 

II Party 

Management of Vijaya Bank Ltd., lighthouse Hill 
Road, Mangalore-2 (S.K.). 

Appearances: 

For the I party.— Shri H. Sudhakar Shetty, General 
Secretary, Vijaya Bank Employees Association, 
Bangalore. 

For the II party . — Sri A. Ramachandra Bhat, 

, Superintendent, Establishment Dept., Vijaya 
Bank Ltd., A.O., Bangalore-1. 


Reference: 

Government of India Order No. 23/31/69/LRIII of 
30th August, 1969. 

AWARD 

The Government of India, by their Order dated 30th 
August, 1969, referred an industrial dispute existing 
between the employers in relation to Vijaya Bank Ltd., 
and their workmen in respect of the matter specified in 
the schedule annexed thereto, in exercise of the powers 
conferred by Section 7 A and clause (d) of sub-section 
(1) of Section 10 of the Industrial Dispute! Act, 1947 
(14 of 1947), to this Tribunal for adjudication. The 
points of dispute scheduled in the Order of Reference 
reads as follows:— 

“Whether the demand of the workmen of the 
Vijaya Bank Limited, Mangalore-3 that their 
period of apprenticeship should be counted for 
purooses of granting annual increment and 
seniority is justified?. If so, to what relief are 
they entitled?” 

2. On receipt of the above reference, it was taken 
on the file of this Tribunal and registered as Central 
Reference No. 1/1969. 

3. Workmen of the Vijaya Bank represented by the 
General Secretary of the Vijaya Bank Employees Asso- 
ciation. Coast Road, Coondapoor, and the Management 
of the Vijaya Bank Ltd., are the I and the II Party 
respectively in this dispute. Notices were issued to 
both the parties. In pursuance to the notice. Sri A. L. 
Hebbar, General Secretary of the Vijaya Bank Emplo- 
yees Association, filed the statement on behalf of the 
T party, inter alia, urging that the II Party Manage- 
ment selected persons for apprenticeship as clerical 
trainees for a period of one year and entrusted them 
with clerical duties: that after completion of one year 
continuous service, they were appointed as probationer.y 


clerks; that their first annual increments were paid 
only after two years’ of service from the date of their 
respective appointment: that according to the Sastry 
Award as modified by Desai Award and by subsequent 
Bipartite Settlement dated 19th October, 1966, the in- 
crements of such category of employees would be the 
aniversary of the date of their respective appointments; 
that workmen should normally have the benefit of the 
annual increments as a matter of course, provided there 
is no substantially good reason to deprive them of the 
same; that the II Party in blatant disregard of the 
directions contained in the Awards, denied the emplo- 
yees of their lawful increments by postponing the date 
of increment by one year; that this wrongful postpone- 
ment of the first increment affected both their seniority 
and emoluments: that during conciliation proceedings 
before the Asst. Labour Commissioner (Central), 
Bangalore, the II Party refused to attend the proceed- 
ings and defied the authority established by law; and 
in these circumstances it finally prayed to pass an 
award directing the II Party to count the period of 
apprenticeship of its clerical trainees for purpose of 
granting annual increment and seniority and to grant 
such other reliefs as it deems fit and proper with costs. 

4. The II Party filed its counter statement opposing 
the claim putforth by the I Party. Apart from disput- 
ing the claim of the I Party on merits, the II Party has 
nuestioned the authority and competence of Shri A. L. 
Hebbar- to represent the workmen, as he ceased to be 
the office-bearer much less the General Secretary of 
the Viiava Bank Employees Association which has 
espoused the cause of the workmen of the II Party. As 
regards the merits of the claim, it is urged that the 
candidates selected as clerical trainees has to undergo 
training for a period of one year. During the said 
period necessary training is imparted to them. On 
comnletion of the training satisfactory, such of those 
candidates who were found fit and suitable for job. 
were appointed as probationery clerks in the service of 
the Bank. The increments were paid at the end of 
one year’s service from the date of their respective 
appointments as probationery clerks. The period of 
training however was reduced to six months with effect 
from February, 1968. During the period of training, 
all the trainees were given uniform monthly allowance. 
The allegation that the II Party had in biatant disre- 
gard to the directions contained in the Awards denied 
emoluments, is denied. The II Party did not take part 
in the conciliation proceedings as it had rightly con- 
tended that in order to come to any settlement accep- 
table to contending parties, the legitimate office-bearers 
of the Association should be before the Conciliation 
Officer and not any imposter. The dispute raised on 
behalf of the workmen does not fall within the ambit 
of industrial dispute inasmuch as Sri A. L. Hebbar 
cannot lawfully reoresent the Association. It finally 
nrayed for the rejection of the reference with a direc- 
tion to the I Party to pay the costs of the II Party. 

5. The I Party filed a reply justifying the demand 
nutforth bv the workmen and also contending that 
Sri A. T,. Hebbar is entitled to represent the workmen 
of the II Partv as he continued to be the General Secre- 
tary of the Vimya Bank Employees Association which 
has espoused the cause of the I Parly workmen. 

6. My learned predecessor has framo-j the following 
issues arising out of the pleadings for determination, 
in addition to the points of dispute scheduled in the 
order of reference: — 

“1. Whether Sri A. L. Hebbar is competent to re- 
present the Viiaya Bank Emnlovees Associa- 
tion or the employees of the II Party Bank as 
alleged in the counter statement: 

2. Whether the dispute in question is an indus- 

trial dispute within the meaning of Section 
2(k) of the Industrial Disputes Act. li»47; 

3. To what reliefs are the parties entitled?” 
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7. When the dispute is pending enquiry, one H. Sud- 
hakar Shett.v, stylling himself us General Secretary of 
the Vijaya Bank Employees Association, Park Lodge, 
Kumara Park West Extention, Bangalore, has intervened 
and died an application dated 20th February, 1970, to im- 
plead him as a party to the proceedings us he is legally 
entitled to represent the workmen ol the II Party in 
the dispute, h iiig the legally and lawfully elected 
General Secretary of the Vijaya Bank Employees Asso- 
ciation, questioning the competence of Sri A. L. Hebbar 
to represent tl 0 said Association. Sri A. L. Hebbar, 
on behalf of t in I Party, has led his counter to the 
application flit ; by the Intervener. The Intervener, in 
turn, has filed his reply to the counter filed by the I 
Party and the application was posted tor hearing. In 
the mean Lime, Jri A. L. Hebbar has filed a memo dated 
16 th December, 1971, Informing that the Intervener may 
be treated as Dgally cnti.led to represent the I Party 
and he may hi impleaded as such and proceeded with 
the Reference. Thereupon the Intervener was brought 
on record to represent the workmen ol the II Party 
in the dispute. Subsequently, the I Party filed a memo 
dated 31sl December, 1971. stating that it has no dis- 
pute with the II Parly Management in the matter relat- 
ing to which the icference in question was made to this 
Tribunal lor adjudication and dispose o£ the reterencr 
as not pressed. 

8, Since the party at whose intunce the reference 
was founded, has tiled a memo staling that it does not 
press the demand covered under the Order of Reference, 
I feel it unnecessary to go into the dispute covered 
under the Order of .Reference on merits. In Ihe result, 
I pass an Award rejecting the Reference. In the cir- 
cumstances of the case, I direct the parties to bear 
their own costs. 

(Sd.) Narayan Rai Kudoor, 

Presiding Officer, 
Industrial Tribunal, Bangalore, 

[No. 23/31 /69-LR. III.] 

S.O. 758. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 11147 (14 ol 19471, the Central 

Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur, 
in the industrial dispute between the employers in 
relation to Ihe Punjab National Bank and their woik- 
mcn, which was received by the Central Government 
on the 5th Februury. 1972. 


CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT JABULPUR 

Case No. C.G.I.T./LC(R)(30) of 1971. 

Present : 

Shri M. Chandra, Presiding Officer. 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to the Punjab National 
Bank, Indore. 

Vs. 

Their Workmen represented by the All India 
Punjab National Bank Employees Associa- 
tion 

Appearances : 

For the Management . — Shri M- K. Jain, Staff Mana- 
ger. 

For the Workmen . — Shn C. L. Bhardwaj, General Sec- 
retary, A.I.P.N.B.E.A. 

AWARD 

By an Order No. T..12012/32/71-LR-III dated October 
30, 1971, the Central Government referred under Sec- 


tion 10(l)(d') of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, to 
this Tribunal the following dispute as mentioned in the 
Schedule attached to the Order : 

Schedule 

‘‘Whethci the action tf the management of the 
Punjab National Bank in terminating the 
services of Shri Vasdev Shivanum, Peon ol 
Reengus Branch was justified? If not, to what 
relief Is he entitled?" 

Briefly stated, the workman’s case is this: 

Shri Vasdev Shivnani was informed by the manage- 
ment vide appointment letter dated 2Uth July, 1970 
that he had been appointed as a Peon /Watchman with 
effect from 25th July, 1970, temporarily lur a period 
of two months. Shri Shivnani Joined his duties on 25th 
July, 1970. llis services were extended from lime to 
time till 31st December, 1070. Thereafter, by a letter 
dated 5th January, 1971 he was given seven days’ notice 
in violation of tile provisions of Para 522(4) of the Sas- 
try Award as modified by the Desi Award and Bipartite 
Settlements. Shri Shivnani had put in continuous 
service of 164 days from 25th July, 1970 to 5th Januray, 
1971. The Management, in pursuant of its unfair 
labour practices, did not pay him wages from 9th Oct., 
1970 to 11th October, 1970. Shri Shivnani’s services 
were utilised from 25th July, 1970, against a permanent 
sectioned vacancy of a Peon /Watchman caused by 
the transfer of a permanent hand. Since Shri Shivnani 
had more than 00 days service, he was to he treated as 
Probationer from his original date of appointment in 
accordance with Bipartite Settlement dated I9th 
October, 1966. The management, in terms of Para 
20.8, could fill up the vacancy within three months- 
But the Management did net do so and allowed Shri 
Shivnani to continue. Shri Shivnani, thus, attained 
the status of a Probationer. 

The workmen consequently claim that Shri Shiva- 
nani be treated as a Probationer from 25th July, 1970 
and be re-instated with retrospective effect and paid 
up-to-date wages along with wages for 9th October. 
1970 to 11 October, 1970, along with all other benefits, 
to which permanent hands are entitled. 

The management denied the workman’s allegation 
and alleged that Shri Shivnanl’s temporary appointment 
had not exceeded the period of three months as 
envisaged in Para 20.8 of the First Bipartite Settle- 
ment, and that the action of the management was not 
in violation of the provisions of the Saslry Award. 
According to the management, the workman is not 
entitled to any relief. 

The parties have, however, now settled the dispute 
and have filed a Settlement, today. According to this 
Settlement, Shri Shivnani will be absorbed by the Bank 
as a Probationer Peon-cnm-Chowkidar in the first 
available permanent vacancy, at any present or future 
offices in area III in Rajasthan, as a fresh entrant. The 
Settlement is clearly in the interest of the workman as 
well as the management. It is, therefore, accepted, 
and an Award is made In terms of the Settlement, 
which shall form pnrt of the Award. In the circum- 
stances cf the case, the parties will bear their own 
costs. 

Let the Award be sent to the Central Government. 

(Sd.) M. Chandra, 

28!h January, 1972. Presiding Officer. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUS- 
TRIAL TRIBUNAL, JABALPUR CAMP, NEW DELHI. 

Shri Vasdev Shivnani, Ex-Temp. Penn. P.O. Reen- 
gus (Rnjasthanl.— Represented by the Gene- 
ral Secretary, Association of Punjab National 
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Bank Employees, Ilajasthnn, Imperial Roam 
Ajmer. 

Vs. 

Punjab National Bank, Staff Department, It. O. 
Parliament Street, New Delhi, 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour and 
Employment, New Delhi has referred the following dis- 
pute for adjudication to this Hon’ble Tribunal: 

1. “Whether the action of the management of the 
Punjab National Bank in terminating the services of 
Shrl Vasdev Shivnani, Peon of Reengus Franeh was 
justified? If not, to what relief is he entitled?” 

2. That the parties have compromised the dispute on 
the following terms : 

(a) that Shri Shivnani will be absorbed by Eank 
as probationer Peen-curo-Chowkldar in the first 
available permanent vacancy at any present 
nr future offices in area III in Rajasthan, as 
a fresh entrant. 

(b) that it is in full and final settlement, of the 
claim of the employee before this Ilon'ble 
Tribunal. 

3. The parties pray lhat an Award may kindly he 
given in the terms of the compromise as stated above 

For The All India 
Punjab National Bank Employees’ 

Association, Delhi. 

.(Sd.) 

General Secretary, 

2fUh/27 th January, 1972. 

For Punjab National Bank, 
(Sd.) 

Staff Manager. 

Filed and verified by Sri M. IC. Jain, Staff Manager, 
for the Management and Sri C. L. Bharadwaj, General 
Secretary of the A.I.P.N.B.E.A. for the workman. 

(Sd,) M. Chandra 

Presiding Officer. 
27 th January, 191 2, 

PaH of the Award 

(Sd.) M. Chandra, 

Presiding Officer. 

28-1-1972. 

| No. F. L-120I2/32/71-LRIII j 

SO, 759. — In pursuance of section 17 of the In- 
dustrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur 
in the industrial dispute between the employers in re- 
lation to the Punjab National Bank and their workmen, 
which was received by tho Central Government on tne 
5th February, 1972. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL- 
CUM -LABOUR COURT, JABALPUR 

Case No. C.G.I.T./LC (R) (29) of 1971 

Present: 

Shri M. Chandra. — Presiding Officer. 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to the Punjab National Bank, 
Indore. 


VT. 

Their workmen represented by the All India Punjab 
National Bank Employees Association. 

Appearances- 

For the Management - -Shri M. K. Jain, Staff. 
Manager. 

For the workmen. Shri C. L. Bhardwaj, General 
Secretary, A.f.P.N.B.E. Association. 

AWARD 

By an Order No, L-12012/371-LK-III, dated October 
21, pjVl, the Central Government relerred under Sec- 
don 10(1 h J) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, 
to I ids Tribunal the following dispute as mentioned in 
tne Schedule attached to Lhe Order: 

Schedule 

“Wncthoi- the management oi Punjab National 
Eank, Central Circle, Indore were justified in 
terminating the services oi Sarvas iri Shyam- 
lal Main and Mohanlal lhatheru, Godown- 
Keopers? If not, to what relief are the work- 
men entitled to, and from what date”? 

Briefly slated, ths workmen’s case is tins, 

Shri Shyamial Malu was appointed as Gociuwn-ICcepcr 
at Gavigapur out-siation under B/O Bhiiwara with 
effeci fimn May G, 1967 vale appointment letter dated 
a tii May, loo?. I lie said appoiucmojn was later ex- 
tended i ? me Bank from time io ume upto October 
,U, 1970. without any break in service. Shri Malu 
looked after lhe gudowns of several parties at Ganga- 
pur Godown Station during his employment. ft is 
of a permanent naiurc function from the year 1957 
continuously. Sliri Malu stands confirmed with effect 
irom May, li, 1960 after completion of one year's ser- 
um in terms of para 499 oi the Sastry Award. His 
services were terminated by the Bank on 24th October, 
1970 by paying his dues upto 31st October, 1970 with- 
out proper notice. This shows malaiide intention of 
the management. The workmen claim that Shri Malu 
should be treated as confirmed employee with effect 
from May 6, 1968 and paid his dues of arrears with 
ail other beneffis lor which he is entitled in turns of 
Bank Awards with retrospective effect irom May li, 
BlUti. 

Shri Mohan Lai Thathera, another employee was 
appomted by the Bank as a Godown-Keeper at BhU- 
wara to look after the stocks of M/s. Rajasthan Vanas- 
pati Products Pvt. Ltd., Bhiiwara, with effect from 
November 10, 1967 by the Management vide their letter 
dated loth November, 1967. His appointment was ex- 
tended from time to time upta 21st November, 1970 
without an.y break in service. The Account of M/s. 
Rajasthan Vanaspati Products Pvt. Ltd., Bhiiwara is of 
a permanent nalut'e and that Shn ’inathera should 
he absorbed ill the Bank service permanently after the 
completion of one year s service in terms of Para 499 
of the Shastrv Award. 

The Se-viccs oi Shri Thathera were terminated by 
the Bank on 2lst November, 1970 without any proper 
notice because be approached the A.L.C., Ajmer, 
through the Union for his permanent absorption in the 
Bank's service. The termination was malafide. The 
workmen claim that the management he directed to 
absorb Shri Thathera perman?ntly in the Bank’s ser- 
vice with effect from Kith November, 1963 after com- 
pletion of one year’s service and to pay all his dues 
including arrears, with all other benefits to which he 
may be entitled. 

The Management denied these allegations and alleged 
that the services of both these workers were rightly 
terminated. 

Now the parties have filed a Settlement under which 
Shri Shyamial Malu and Shn iVlohanial Thathera are 
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to be absorbed by the Bank as fresh entrants in the 
first available permanent vacancies as probationer 
Godown Keepers at any of its present or future offices 
in area III in Rajastan, In case tere is only one such 
vacancy available at a time, Shri Malu Is to be absorb- 
ed first. 

The Settlement is Just and fair and is in the interest 
of both the parties. It is accordingly accepted, an 
Award is made in terms of the Settlement which shall 
form part of the Award. In the circumstances of the 
case, the parties will bear their own costs. 

Let the Award be sent to the Central Government. 

(Sd.) M, Chandra, 

Presiding Officer. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL, JABALPUR CAMP, NEW DELHI 

Sarvshrl Shyamlal Malu and Mohanlal Thathera, Ex- 
Godown Keeper, P.O. Bhilwara. 

Represented by Association of Punjab National Bank 
Employees, Rajasthan, Ajmer — Workman. 

Vs. 

Punjab National Bank, Stall Department, H.O, 
Parliament Street, New Delhi — Employer, 

1. That the Government of India, Ministry of Labour 
and Employment, New Delhi has referred the following 
dispute for adjudication to this Hon’ble Tribunal; 

(a) “Whether the management of Punjab National 
Bank, Central Circle. Indore were justified in 
terminating the services of Sarvshri Shyamlal 
Malu and Mohanlal Thathera, Godown Keepers? 
If not, to what relief are the Workmen entitled 
to, and from what date?" 


2. That the parties to the Dispute have compromised 
the dispute on the following terms; 

(a) that Shri Shyam Lai Malu and Shri Mohanlal 
Thathera will be absorbed by the Bank as 
fresh entrants in the first available permanent 
vacancies as probationer Godown Keepers at 
any of its present or future offices in area III 
in Rajasthan, In case there is only one such 
vacancy available at a time, Shri Malu Is to be 
absorbed first. 

(b) that it is In the full and final settlement of the 
claim of these employees before the Tribunal. 

3. The parties pray that an Award may kindly be 
given in terms of the aforesaid terms of compromise. 

For the All India Punjab National Bank Employees’ 

Association, Delhi. 

(Sd.) For Punjab National Bonk 

General Secretary. (Sdj) 

25/27-1-1972. Staff Manager. 

Filed and verified by Sri M, K. Jain, Staff Manager, 
for the Management and Shri C, L. Bharadwaj, General 
Secretary of the A.I.P.N.B.E.A. for the workmen: 

(Sd.) M. Chandra, 

Presiding Officer. 

27-1-1972. 

Part of the Award 

(Sd.) M. Chandra, 
Presiding Officer. 

28-1-72. 

[No. F. L'12012/3/71-LR.III.] 
S. S. SAHASRANAMAN, Under Secy. 
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